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: OrxTropox and Aria N 
Confider'd and Compard. 


= HE religious Peſts that uſed to infeſt 
particular Chriſtian Churches ſingle, 
and one only of which has been 
thought enough heretofore ro make 
a Nation or an Age ſufficiently ſcan- 
dalous, and to ſend it down in eccleſiaſtical 
Story ſtigmatized with it to Poſterity, ſeem to 
have pour'd themſelves in all at once upon out 

B unhappy 
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unhappy Age and Iſland. What conſiderable hz. | 
ferodoxy or heteropraxy is there more now want. 


we 

ing amongſt us, to fill up the meaſure of the i1 W mi 
State of Chriſtianity ? to compleat the Character W th; 

of our irreligious Infamy? to make our King. dic 
dom the moſt finiſhed Piece of all eccleſiaſtical W ha 
Irregularities and 38 that ever yet pre- WW ma 
8 5 to retain the Chriſtian Name publicly WW Th 
ynrenounced ? What one Article of our Chriſti. the 
an Faith, or what other conſiderable Point of MW and 
Doctrine, has not had its profeſt Adverſaries? piſ 
What part of Church Diſcipline and Polity ſtand; = Gr, 
without open Contradiction to it? Look thro! | | 
the thirty nine Articles, the Badges of our Una ane 
nimity, and we'll ſcarce find one but has its WM 74] 
particular Adverſaries by Profeſſion marked out: ¶ of 
Look over the Body of our eſtabliſhed Polity, Dil. 3 cor 
cipline, and publick Worſhip, the Teſt of our Chi. put 
ſtian Spirit of Uniformity, and there is hardly one mis 
Circumſtance fo unexceptionable, either great or Wl ure 
little, that the Spirit of Schiſm has not faſten'd itſelf W wit 
particularly upon, as an unlawful Term of Com- ogy 
munion, to add to the Reaſonableneſs of eccic- the 
ſiaſtical Separation. Our Church- Officers, from fix. 
an Archbiſhop to an Apparitor, have one by WW ear 
one been guzre'd and proteſted againſt. Scru- WM gy; 
ulous Conſcience has ſtript the Clergy, toge- tea 
ther with their Tithes and Maintenance, of all Wl the 
their outward Habit; and from the Mitre, Role W the 
Hatband and Lawn Sleeves, down to the nick. Wl fon, 
named Surcingle, and fo to the momentous Dit- I pub 
ference of primitive Shoe-ſtrings, or more mo- hich 
dern Buckles, has found them not to bear the ſing 


Goſpel touch. Not only the Liturgick Form as 
| T1” weil Hunke 
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well as Matter of our publick Worſhip, but each 
minute Ceremony, to the Nod of a Head or 
the bend of a Knee, has wanted its ſolemn Vin- 
dication ; and the very Points of the Compats 
have been turn'd to Points of Conſcience to 
make our Schiſms the more ridiculouſly ſinſul. 
The very uniform Situation of our Churches, 
the turn of our Faces, nay the ly ing in our Graves, 
and all caſterly Inclination, as the effect of po- 
piſh Magnetiſme, are amongſt rhe laudable 
Grounds of Nonconformity. 1 
But from Oppoſition to Particulars, as little 
and ſlow Work, Men are now to come to a gene- 


ral Aſſault openly, not upon particular Articles 


of Faith bur upon whole Creeds; whether Epiſ- 
| copacy or Presbytery is now no longer the Diſ- 


pute, but whether a Miniſtry or no Miniſtry ; 


this and t'other Ceremony is not what we now 
are put to contend for, but whether together 
with all eccleſiaſtical Polity, all eſtabliſh'd Reli- 
W gion is not to go to wrack. Whilſt Arianiſm at 
W the ſame time, invited over, like a fatal Cancer 
fad upon the vital Subſtance of Chriſtianity, is 
eating its way amongſt the Members of our Bo- 
dy; and this not any longer as formerly, by 
ſtealth, bur with open Face, as a Child of 
the Day, provoking and bidding Defiance to 
the Catholick Faith conſtitured, and all its De- 
fenders ; ſetting up for itſelf diſtinct Houſes of 
publick Worſhip, no fewer than three profeſſedly 


ſuch, within the compals of one Branch of the 


ſugle County of Devon only, that my ſelf en 
Paſant met withal; a thing altogether new and 
unknown before to this part of the Chriſtian 

1 B 2 World, 
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| Le... 
World, and reſerved as a Monſter for Britiſh 
Tolcration to be the Mother and Nurſe to; 
boaſting its Growth, and Strength, and Progreſs; 
more than whiſpering that one of our learned 
Seminaries is growing as by Conſignation to be. 

come entirely its own; beſides its leſs knoun 
Intereſts in others; nor ſticking at pointing to 
its Wel! wiſhers in Lawn and Ermin, nor even 
at pretending to poll Mitres with the Orthodox.” 
But I hope there is more Policy than Truth in 
thoſe their ſcandalous Inſinuations, ſince 'tis no 
new thing for Men to credit their Cauſe by claim- } 
ing great Names as its Favourers. However with 

| no ſmall Glory it ſees its Champions, as well MW t: 
mad as demure, proſecuted with Revercnce like o 
Turkiſh Santons, as well as with more fold WM B 
Recompences; whilſt the learned Labours and MW a 
honeſt Zeal of the Orthodox for the Vitals of WW d 
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and an excels of ill looked Charity ſtaved off W c 


their Faith, comes well off if it is but neglet- W w 

ed, or paid with a cool and empty Complew WV 
| and not frown'd upon or quell'd as intemperate W ci 
| Heat; or is with a ſuſpicious over-tenderneſs, v 
| 


from falling too heavily upon the Heads of theſe WW cit 
good Men Hereticks. And he that is prelumed W gi! 
| to be the firſt Director of this whole new Arias 
| Monument, fits warmly neſted on high, cloſe for 
| under the Throne of Conſtantine himiclf, as un- Ch 
eſpy'd or in Sanctuary. W co: 
Cunning Workmen on both ſides have ham der 
mer'd all the controverted Texts into all the WW det 
| Forms that humane Art and Tools can give them, La. 
| to turn their Alpes favourably to their Doc- WW wh 
trines; and all the black as well as white Arts ſtia 


ol | 


En 
of Forge-Work have been tryed and practiſed 
upon them. And the little Succeſs which has 
followed the manifeſt Advantages of Orthodox 
Pens over this ſubtle Adverſary, (as I have ob- 
ſerved in my Arianiſin confured without Diff 
pute, Sc. has convinc'd me, that downright 
conteſting the mighty Point itſelf only, is not 
the happy and effeCtual way of dealing with ir. 
If clear and ſolid Refutations by diſpute would 
have done the Buſineſs, it had been done at firſt, 
when they were alſo backed with the Authority 
of a Catholick Condemnation of it, by the Chri- 
ſtian World repreſentatively convened, and by 
their making the Abnegation of it a poſitive part 
of the ſolemn Profeſſion of our Chriſtian Faith. 
But ſince that did not do, I deſpair, I confeſs, 
after that Experiment made, of its being bore 
down by private Conflict. And the broken, as 
well civil as religious Poſture of the Chriſtian 
World, make Appeals to future General Coun- 
cils as chimerical, as the Hopes of them are 
vain. And could truly ſuch again be had, they 
could not give a more full and authoritative De- 
ciſion in this Caſe than what has been already 
given by the Council of Nice. 
The Guardianſhip of the Chriſtian Faith there- 
fore is now devolved to national aud particular 
Churches, each for themſelves by their Biſhops, 
together with their Supreme the Faith's Defen- 
der, to maintain Chriſtian Truth, ſufficiently 
determin'd and confirm'd, as well by honelt 
Laws and worthy Sanctions fencing it round, 
which are the ſureſt Teſtimonies of their Chri- 
ſtian Heartineſs and Faith's Sincerity, as by free- 
= 5 ; B 3 5 | — 
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ing the original Spirit of divine Reyelation from 
Impediment of Tranſlation, by changing the o. 
riginally revealed Names and Notices of God, 
from ſtanding as Neuters and Indifferents in their 


own Cauſe, or indeed from having Tranſlations 1 


prejudicial to Orthodoxy, to ſpeak correſpondent- 
ly to their native Force, and to the renew'd 
Propoſition of themſelves under the Goſpel. We 
are indecd Maſters of our own Cauſe, and have 
it in our own Hands to let the Word of God 
confound Arianiſm without our Diſputings; 
which, why it ſhouid not be done, unleſs pub- 
lick Reaſons are offer'd to the contrary, as! 
cannot foreſee; fo I muſt own my ſelf tempted 
to fear, that the Infection has ſtruck deeper a- 
mongſt us than I am willing to ſay, leſt % 


hole Head is ſick, and the whole Heart faint; 


I mean, leſt ſome of our principal eccleſiaſtical 
Members are indeed ſomething of the Men that 
our Ariaus give them out to be; that we are not 
in good earneſt for the Vitals of our Chriſtiani- 


ty, our Saviour's Divinity and the holy Trinity, 


bur are either whifling and temporizing Forma- 


liſts, that matter not what Faith rides uppermoſt, } 
ſo long as we are but fo our ſelves; or Hypo- 
crites, orthodox in ſhow, but in Arian Intereſts | 


at botrom. 


And as it is not by the bare dint of Argument | 
and Refuration of their Dpctrines and Principles, 
that Herxeſies are to be bore down; ſo neither is | 

it on their fide, by directly impoſing thoſe their | 
Doctrines by falſe Reaſonings only, and inſiſting 
on the Merits of their Truth, that they pretend 
to propagate themſelves, but by well ſetting * 
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of themſelves to Advantage by ſome popular 


Arts and recommendatory Circumſtances, that 
they make choice of to go along with their Do- 
grines, as Sweetners and Promoters in their 
Propagation. Theſe ſerve as Oil ro make the 
Wheels of their heretical Movement go the glib- 
ber, and with them they work their Hypothe- 
ſs, Beſides ſuch as are common to all, each 
Hereſy has ſomething of this kind peculiar to 
ſelf, which it adopts and appropriates to it- 
ſelf, as moſt agreeable to its Spirit and Genius. 
Theſe popular Emiſſaries and heretical Procurers 
eo before their Doctrines, and prepare the way 
for their Introduction; they ſoften Mens Judg- 
ments, and poſſeſs their Minds and Affections 
favourably towards them, and prediſpoſe future 
proſelytes not only for a fair but partial Hear- 
ing, and lay the other fide of the Queſtion un- 
der Prejudice and Inequality of Inclination ; fo 


that the Buſineſs is as good as done with the 


judge before the Tryal comes to a hearing. Of 
the popular and recommendatory Arts common 
to all Arch- hereticks and Hereſies, high Preten- 
ces to Sanctity, and Appearances of ſtrict Mo- 
ality and preciſe Regularity of Life, is noted 
to be the chief; take but from falſe Doctors and 
Doctrines the Service and Advantage of theſe 
[their Introducers, and ſo far undeceive Men as 
to bring them to theſe on equal Terms with 
Truth and regular Profeſſion, and you diſable 
and diſarm them more effectually, than if you 
neyer ſo ſolidly confated their Doctrines, if theſe 
re left but to them entire. By the help of theſe 
We ke, how amongſt our ſelves the moſt paul- 
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try and defenceleſs Set of Doctrines and on m 


make a ſhift to pick up a Succeſſion of Proſelytes MW in 

} in Oppoſition to the moſt manifeſt Truths of pe 
| Chriſtianity, and the moſt unexceptionable partsof W 5c 
| the Conſtitution of ir. Quakeriſm, for Inſtance, by ]W ar 
the only Affectation of a ſingular Plainneſs, and W A 

the ſhew of uncommon and imaginarily primitive W #! 


| Simplicity, finds weak Perſons enough to keep pe 
= up the Numbers of the Profeſſors of its fond and b 
confuſed Opinions. The Presbyterians, with C 


| our other fanatical Sectaries, owe their Suppon W f 
more to a Set of outward Formalities, and toa MW ar 
Tone and Cant of Devotion, than to thcii th 
Vindications, which of themſelves are contemp- Fe 
tible, but do well enough to ſerve under thele; W ci 


for few of the lower World, that are carch'd by MW F: 
the Ear and not by the Eye, have farther Argu- C 


ment for their Converſion than the muſical W ar 
Charm of having their Ears ſtruck upon in this WW K 
' ſo powerful religious Key. And Popery above MW # 
all others, beſides a thouſand higher Arts and MW P. 
lower Amuſements played over, by which it en- tr 
ſnares and retains in the Profeſſion of its Super to 
| fitions, more eminently inſiſts alſo upon that be 
common one, the great Devotion, the ſtict i th 


Diſcipline and auſtere Lives of her Monks and to 
Regulars beyond what Proteſtantiſm had to cc 
ew. I wiſh this thread-bare Cloak we b Ot 
plainly ſee thro' when worn by Popery, vi R 
would Le as well aware of amongſt our ſelve , C 
and not let Vogues of ſtrict living, and monbihi be 
fiddle faddles of Preciſeneſs, induſtriouſly blown ne 
abroad of the Authors, win us the more 104 
Reconcilement to their Arian Errors, wile 
8 R 28 1 


(EY 5 
more peculiar Engine and popular Artifice to 
inſinuate itſelf withal, is the Uſurpation of the 
powerful Word Reaſun, with whole mighty 
Sound trumpeted before them, as if it were all 
and only theirs, both Ar:ans, and all our modern 
Antitrinitarian Hereticks make their way to Pro- 
ſelytes; this they cry up and magnify, and ap- 

eal to, as altogether on their ſide, and would 
be thought to contend only for this, to have 
Chriſtian Belief regulated by Reaſon ; of whoſe 


ſacred Laws and Rights they ſet up for Aſſerters, 


and pretend to pay the greateſt Deference to 
them; to have Right done to Reaſon is the 
Foundation of their Controverſy, their firſt Prin- 
ciple and Ground of Objection to the Catholick 
Faith; embracing which they repreſent as fond 
Credulity, and as believing on unmanly Terms, 
amounting to no leſs than renouncing a Man's 
Reaſon, and offering the greateſt Violence to 
buman Underſtanding, crying out againſt its 
Propoſitions not ſo much becauſe they are con- 
trary to Scripture, where they cannot deny them 
to have at leaſt fair and plauſible Grounds, but 
becauſe they are contrary to their Reaſon; and 
therefore contrary to Scripture becauſe contrary 
to their Reaſon, which they ſtudy not to re- 
concile to Scripture, but Scripture to that. Up- 
on this Preſumption of Inconſiſtency, with this 
Reaſon of theirs, they load the myſteries of our 
Chriſtian Faich with opprobrious Names, of 
being barbarous and unintelligible Jargon ; pro- 
nouncing whatever is incomprehenſible to be at 
the fame time incredible; exploding whatever 
is beyond every Man's Conception, as the Im- 
N poſition 
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(10) ”Y 
poſition of Folly; and equalling the Doctrine 
of the Trinity with Tranſubſtantiation, as the 
fame ſort of Abſurdities; whilſt more fly and 
artful Dealers, who are really the Setters on that 
put their warm and leſs conſiderate Tools upon 
giving this foul and blaſphemous Treatment to MW 
the Propoſitions of the Catholick Faith, and on 
whom it is chargeable, pretending to write more 
in the Spirit of Meekneſs and Candour, than 

abſtain from the groſs Terms of thele ſcandalous | 
Imputations, only to throw the Reproaches of MW 
them with the greater Severity; for who may M 
not ſee that the learned Author of the Scripture 
Doctrine of the Trinity, in his Introduction, 
(Where he keeps ſuch ado about Mens doing for 
themſelves, when they have Occaſion, what no 
body elſe can do for them) does not fetch over 
and over again ſo often Mens Onderſtanding, &c. 
and toſs it and tumble it about as he does under 
ſo many various Forms of Expreſſion, out of 
good Nature or good Manners, or Reſpect to 
orthodox Reputation, intended to be affected 
by it, but to heighten the Reflection by its 
needing no Application; as if the bare naming Wh; 
the Uſe, Duty, and Neceſſity of Mens making 
uſe of their Reaſon and Underſtandings in Reli- | 
gion, were a wipe given to Catholicks; ſo that 
when he ſays, For the right apprehbending if | 
which Doctrine, Men are ſincerely to make uſe WM 
of their beſt Onderſtanding The only Rule , 
of Faith to every Chriſtian is the Doctriue of 
l Chrift—as apply'd to him or his own Under- WM 
ll © flayding—— impoſed things harder to under- 
| ſtand than the Scripture itſel the more | 
7 unintelligible | 


. 
, 
| 
| 
1 
1 
1 
| 


C x2} = 
mwintetligible their Definitions grew, to affe 
Menus Underſtanaings ——Veneration of Myſte- 
ries lies not in receiving blindly the Words of 
God without underſtanding them affecting 

1 ſpeak animtelligibly contend, Men mufi 

woer aſe their own Underſtanding, &c. Harp- 

ing ſo often upon one String; had he put to 

each of theſe a ſound Rub for the Orthodox, a 

Bob for the Council of Nice, the Athanaſian for 

that, how do the Catholicks like that with a 

Toſt? a Jerk for every body knows who, Gc. 

Wruly I think there would have been more of 
be Spirit of Candour in it, and it would have 
looked with as much of the Spirit of Meekneſs 

in it as it does now. 55 

It ought conſiderably to blunt the Points of 
this ſort of ſatyrical Reflections caſt upon the 
eſtabliſh'd Explications, and eccleſiaſtical Defi- 
nitions of the Chriſtian Faith, and aſſent to them 
upon the account of their not falling in with the 
natural Notions of the Mind, and its Taſte of 

Things, that it is the old Story kept up, and 

the very ſame Objection that was made to the 

hrt ſimple Propoſition of it, and its original 

Vzv[uz or Promulgation by preaching; when 

they had no human Definitions to complain of, 

yet even then when it was propounded as ſim- 

[Ply and plainly as plain could be; for all that, 

[Crif7, or the Chriſtian Doctrine, was (till to 
W's Greeks Fooliſhne/5 who ſonght after 
Viſdom, 1 Cor. i. and who had wiſdom'd it fo 

par, and long, that they knew not God. The 

[Greeks were the philoſophical People, and Men 
of Reaſon of thoſe Times, that caſt the ſame 
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dirty reflections upon the Faith, and talked ay} 


thought then, when Chriſt's Divinity, and thel 
Form of | Baptiſm explain'd by inſpired Mc of tk 
was only propounded to them, juſt as the Ariam l fitior 
and Anti-Trinitarians do now againſt the Terus able 
of its fuller Explication in our Creeds, calling band 
a pack of Folly, and unintelligiblée Nonſenſe, ¶ catio 
and demanding the ſame Satisfactions to ther Odi 
Underſtandings. Whence we fee that the O and 
fence does not lie in the Arhana/ian or Nicen die 1 
Creeds, but in the Root it ſelf, ſince the ob. U 
jcction was the ſame before thoſe Editions f gait 
their Terms of Explication were eſtabliſhed oli vu 
lay the blame upon; which, if they were al bea 
one by one, withdrawn, would be found till tof and 
run home to the ſimple Principle where it fit give 
begun, and ſhewed it ſelf. And 'tis well hu Mer 
mane Definitions are in the way, and come in then 
between, to take of the charge of Fooliſhncls;] ſtan 
or it would ſtill fall, as it did at firſt upon % F 
Wiſdom of God it ſelt. I be 
Ml, preſent Deſign is to detect the Vanity of Ne 
this Arian high pretence to Realon, and of theit U 
confident charge of Violence and Wrong offerd on 


to the Rights of humane Underſtanding by tle] 
Orthodox, and to enquire what grounds there} nifie 
arc for theſe Prejudices either way, that it may mo- 
appear whether are the more reaſonable Bel be 
lie ves; and whole way of acting and form of, ſon 
proceeding is more truly logical and regularly} lt i 
philoſophical; and whether embracing the Ci Bei 
tholick Faith under its moſt obnoxious Tem det 
of Propoſition, has not more natural Wildom 
in it, than beleiving on thoſe Terms and Cond! 

” | - r10N0Y 
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(13) 
tions they cry up ſo much, and contend for. 
This Arian Charge upon the orthodox Belief 
Jof the Doctrine of the Trinity, and its propo- 
tions in our Creeds, vi g. that it is not agree- 
able to Reaſon, and too much neglects Under- 
ſtanding ; is laid fo deep in Fallacy and Equivo- 
cation in all the Terms, that for the greater 
Odium ſake, they have choſen to exprels it by; 
and we muſt fo ſhuffle and dodge with the dou- 
ble meanings of the Terms, Be/zeving, Reaſon, 
Underſtanding before we can bring them to bear 
zpainſt us, that did we not know what they 
would be at, it would be hard to make it out to 
be a pertinent Charge, becauſe each Term myſt, 
and muſt not, ſignify the ſame thing. They 
give them out in one Senſe, and yet preſume upon 
Men's catching them up and running away wi 
themin another more common; and yet they muſt 
ſtand in that firſt Senſe too, or elle all is ſpoil'd. 
How pertinently, as well as fairly and rightly, 
the Words, Believing, Reaſon, Underſtanding, 
ae uſed to make up a Charge with them upon 
| us, the Reader may be ſenſible from what fol- 
| lows. | | = 
Firſt, for the Word Believing, as it here ſig- 
nifies the act of the Mind exerciſed upon the 
mode of the divine Being, its Object; that is 
the Subject that they charge the want of Rea- 
| ſon and due meaſure of *Under/tanding upon. 
lt is an aſſent given to the mode of the divine 
being propounded to it; now becauſe there are 
not only ſeveral forts of Aſſents, but more ſorts 
than one, that paſs by the name of believing ; 
which of theſe ir is which they ought to mean, 
„„ | when 
4 


(14) 


when they charge it with want of Reaſon, 4 
given by the Orthodox to the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, as propounded in the Creeds, the con 
mon Doctrine of the Aſſents of the Mind, ,iﬀ 
it is ſettled by the Obſervations of the Philoſl 

phical, and fo far as I know, ſtands on all fide 
allowed and agreed to, does ſhow ; and the 
known Practice and Profeſſion of the Ortho. 
dox; for they ought to mean by it ſuch kad 
of Aſſent as they very well know that the O,. 
thodox own and ſtick to: For other wiſe, if 
they charge one ſort of Aſſent, as Believig 
with being not reaſonable, which the Orthodox 
reject and deny to be truly and properly fo nf 
this caſe; and when it is notorious they ue 
another, and not that, the Charge drops as in- of! 
pertinent. If they fay, that tho' they do nt pou 
charge the act of be/zeving the Athanaſian Pro. 
poſitions, Sc. in that ſenſe and notion of it 
which the Orthodox do own as theirs, yer they} 
do in the true aud right Senſe that ir ought to 
be taken in. Vet ſtill admitting this to be ſo, 


tis begging the queſtion as to the Orthodox; W #4 
and the charge of Folly, tho' it light upon the M3 \ 
Act, yet cannot upon the Orthodox, till it h Hef 
firſt 3 that it is and ought to be theirs; pee 
which the pinning of Folly to it is but an odd br 
kind of inducement to perſuade them into. You W's 
ought to believe ſo and fo, and then you arc a t:; 
Fool, is a coarſe kind of Rhetorick; bur as this n. 
kind of Aſſent which they would have to be Wa 
the orthodox Form of believing is indeed thcit} Fo 
own, ſo they muſt be forced to rake ir with all ]W'": 
the Irrationalitics which they contend for bein? Wo! 


i., 8 ns 


TIF) 
The Subſtance of the allowed Doctrine of 
the Minds Aſſents is, that there are two diſtinct 
| Foundations that the Aſſents of the Mind reſt 
| upon and ariſe from; one they call Evidence 
in a reſtrain'd Senſe, as the term of Art appro- 
priate to this Doctrine; the other is Teftimony 
or ere 

An Aſſent upon Evidence is when the Mind 
is moved by the Object it ſelf; proceeds upon 
its own Informations, and the domeſtick Inqui- 
ſitions of its own Faculties; that have either an 
immediate correſpondence with the Object that 


is it ſelf preſent to them; or there is ſome ne- 


ceſſary connexion that is equivalent to its Pre- 
ſence and to immediate Intuition. When the 
Mind does not go abroad to call in the aſſiſtance 

of foreign Intelligence concerning the thing pro- 
pounded, but truſts wholly to its own Notices. 
Aſſents this way produced in diſtinction from 
thoſe that ſtand on the other Foundation, are 
called Knowledge, diſtinguiſhed by different 
Names, according to the degrees of ſtrength and 
certainty in the Evidence. | 

An Aſſent upon Teſtimony and its Authority, 
is when the Mind not having ſufficient Notices 
of its own at home to ground Aſſent to what is 
propounded to it upon; has its Advices of it from 
abroad, and not from the Communication that 


its Faculties or Officers of Intelligence have with 


Fit; and depends upon the Account and Report 
made to it by another; that intermediately 
hands the Information to it. An Aſſent on this 
foundation, by way of diſtinction from thoſe 
that ſtand upon the other, is called Believing, 
ot an act of Faith. | Sl 

4 


— 


25 G eee a _ . . : 
I Rr 2 2 8 N *Y 2 n — 42% . Ts . 
">... — RE en — | 
A S 1 * a, 4 * ＋ » _ a 8 „ 3 
A 12 , 22 ³A 2. 
=> =_ e a 5 — - * — a * © 
b iv. - l 


* * 


This being the known and proper Name, No. | 
tion, Nature, and Definition of believing; nay, | 
this being what the Orthodox themſelves declare 
to be their Form of lib ving, one would think 
that when the Ariaus charge the Orthodox with 1 
Irrationality in believing the Propoſitions of the 
Doctrine of the Trinity, that in fair meaning 
they ſhould deſign by helieving their giving theit 
Aſſent to it upon Teſtimony and the Foundation 
of Authority; but this Notion of it they drop, and 
carry us off into another more uſeful to them, 
and more conſiſtent with the Spirit of their He. 
reſy; a mix'd and compounded Aſſent, that 
improperly and figuratively bears the Name, 
tho' it is not ſimply fach, nor all of that Na. 


ture. 


For as in this our State of Iinperfection at beſt ve 
do but know in part, and the Foundation of Evi. 
dence is ſeldom fo compleat, but ir wants ſome 
Faith of the Foundation of ſomething of Autho- 
rity and Teſtimony to help it out, on which in 
part the Aſſent reſts; and we hardly know any 
thing ſo perfectly but it has ſomething incvident 1 
in it, which Authority and Teſtimony is torc'd to 

fill up; fo on the other Hand the Foundation of 

Authority is never fo complete, but it has 
ſome of the Foundation of Knowledge in con. 
junction with it; and the Mind's Aſſents to it 
are given to it in concurrence with ſome of its 
own Evidences: So that but very few of ou WM 
Aſſents to the Propoſitions of natural things are 
Acts of ſimple Knowledge without ſome of the} 
Foundation of Faith in them; and fewer et 
none Acts of mere and ſimple Bel/zef; but 4 


F 
of a mixt nature, made up partly of Know 
ledge, from Evidences and Notices of the 
Mind's own, and partly of Faith; and bear the 
Name of &nowing, or believing, as Evidence 
or Teſtimony is the predominant Part of their 
foundation. This mixt Form of Aſſent, ariſing 
from the compounded Foundation of Evidence 
and Teſtimony, is the preſumptive Belief of the 
the Mode of the Divine Being, which is char- 
ged with want of Reaſon in the Orthodox; and 
were it of that Nature, it juſtly would merit 
the Imputation, as by being the Ariaus it will 
be found to do: for it ſhall be by taking them 
at their Words, and confirming their Charge of 
| Unreaſonableneſs upon this mixt Form of Aſſent, 
which they mean by be/zeving, when the Mode 
| of the divine Being is the Object propounded, 
that ſhall be the Evidence by which I propoſe 


to try the Iſſue of the Reaſonableneſs of our 


different Believings, that is the Cauſe in hand; 
by ſnewing not only the conditionate, but the 
abſolute Impropriety of ſuch mixt Mode of 
aſſenting to any Propoſitions of the Mode of 
the divine Being, which is an Object of that 
Nature that admits of no Compoſition in the 
Foundation of our Aſſents to it, but muſt be 
Teſtimony only, and Authority or nothing: 
and conſequently, the Aſſents themſelyes raiſed 
upon ir, muſt be Acts of ſimple Belief in its 
| [iriteſt Senſe and Notion; and all admiſſion of 
other Ingredients into its Foundation, will be 
found to make Aſſents to ir, Acts of ſuch in- 
curable Irregularity, that tho' the materia cre- 
dia, the Matter aſſented to, prove true, yet, 
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on the Minds part, the Act is both ſinful ana M 
abſurd ; nor ſtanding on that Foundation which 
the nature of the Object requires, and the 
- «quality of the Teſtimony and Authority (being 
a perfect and compleat Foundation of Aſſent f 
makes it duty to reſt only upon. And here it is 
where Arian:/m ſhould be firſt put to vindicate M 
itſelf, before we proceed to diſpute with them 
the logical truth of the Propoſitions to be aſſen. MW 
red to, and the meaning of the Terms of divine 
Revelation. Let them firſt clear the Propricty of 
the Foundation of their aſſent to them; aud 
ſthew with what Propriety they compound it as 
they do, with the Evidences of Knowledge; 
and make Conformity to thoſe their Evidences 
of Knowledge, the Rule they expound the Pro- 
poſitions relating to the divine Being by; and 
the ground of Objection to any Definitions of 
it ſo tar as they do: as will appear by what they 
mean by their mighty Word Reaſon, which] 
we are now next to conſider ; and then I ſhall! 
o on and examine the State of our different 
modes of Aſſent, and ſhew whether is the more 


proper and reaſonable believing. 


And firſt, let us ſee what they ought to! 
mean by the Word Reaſon, the want of which} 
in our Faith they ſo much upbraid us withal, 
and boaſt fo much of in theirs; and then what 
they do mcan by it, by Reaſon, as apply d to 
the Act of Faith or believing. It is plain that] 
they ought to mean, that Belicf is an AQ off 
true Judgment, and natural Wiſdom ; and that] 
the Aſſent ſo called, is the effect of juſt Ratio- 


cination, produced not only by ſufficient, I 
„ | | 2% 


— 


9 MAN 

alſo by right Motives; but now, inſtead of thus 
intending by Neaſon, either Reaſon ablolute, or 
Reaſon appropriate, as it ſignifies the right Law 
of acting in that Caſe; or believing upon good 
Cauſe, and a proper Foundation; they mean by 


it themſelves, only a certain ſort of Motives, 


and fome common Evidences of the Mind, re- 


| lating to Aſſents of Knowledge, that are oppo- 


ſed ro Teftzmony or Authority; and to require 
which in ſimple Acts of Belief, is contradiction 
in Terms; being the very thing that ſo far de- 
ſtroys both the natural and moral Virtue of 4e- 
heving, as it is admitted into it; but impoſe 
upon others this dictum ſecundum quid, for the 
dictum ſimpliciter, for Reaſon in its abſolute 
State. | 

The ground of this equivocal Senſe of the 
Word Reaſon, and of our natural Notices of 


Things and Evidences of Knowledge paſſing un- 


der that Name, is, becauſe Aſſent upon Evi- 


dence is the Mind's firſt and native method of 


embracing Truth; to which 4e/zeving ot aſſen- 
ting upon Teſtimony and Authority is but ſecon- 
dary, ſubſidiary and ſupplemental, te be had re- 
courſe to, there only, when the firſt fails, and 
no further than it fails; unleſs poſitive Precept, 


the Laws of Charity, and duty to natural or 


civil Superiors, ſuſpend the Obligation: it not 
being a Method of Choice, but of Neceſſity; 


when the Object propounded, either thro* 


diſtance of Time or Place, falls not under im- 
mediate Notices; or thro' natural Defect or Pri- 
vation in the Organs and Inſtruments of Appre- 
henſion, the Conveyances of Eyidences are im- 
C2 | practicable; 


S 


practicable ; or the Object, by its ſecret, ſubtic, 


Macs at 


or ſuperior nature, is beyond the Inveſtigations 


of the Faculties, and fo inacceſſible, or incom- 


prehenſible, or both, that the Faculties cannot 
fix any Notes or Obſervations upon it, to make 


report from to the Mind, ſufficient to raiſe aun 
Aſſent upon; nor penetrate ſo far as to mike 


any Diſcovery whether or no it agrees with 
the Propoſition of it. 


Authority being thus a force put upon the 


Mind, which it therefore leſs affects, as reflec- 


ting upon its ſelf-ſufficiency ; and irs own Evi- . 
dence being its genuine and darling Foundation 


to aſſent upon; which it therefore more loves, as 


all Things are fondeſt of themſelves and of their 


own; and becaule that within the Bounds of Na- 


ture, and the things amongſt which the Minds 
common Practice of Aſſent lies, and the Beings to 


which its Evidences relate, as their proper Ob- 


jects; there is no ſuch thing (as I have already | 


oblcrved) as //mple Belief, upon the mere Foun- 


dation of Authority only, nor indeed ought to 
be: but the Mind's Evidences are ſtill admitted 
as a ſuppoſed part of the Foundation of aſſen- 
ting to whatever is propounded; and is allo the 

ruling part, to which the part of Teſtzmony, | 

however great and ſtrong, is ſo far ſubordinate, | 

that the juſtification ot Aſſent to what it pro- 

pounds, is its being x es to the part of E. 
vidence; or, at leaſt, not being inconſiſtent 

with it. Hence it has come to pafs, that be. 

cauſe without ſome of theſe, the Mind's own | 

Evidences of Knowledge, Aſſents ought not fe. 

gularly to be given to the natural Objects 9g | 
| 5 _ relate 
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relate to, that this their conſiderable Intereſt and 
Part in Aſſents, is complemented by Cuſtom, 
with the Name of Reaſon in them, in diſtinc- 
tion to the leſs favour'd Motive of Authority. 
Nay, even tho' that Authority, from which by 
that Name they are contradiſtinguiſh'd, be di- 
vine Authority, they ſtill no leſs properly bear 


away the Name of Reaſon and Rational; a De- 


monſtration that ir is in this Caſe only a Word 
of Art, and not denoting any greater Virtue or 
Excellency in the Motive of Evidence abſolute- 
ly beyond Authority; for then would it be 


blaſphemy ro oppote it ro divine Authority, 


or to ſay that divine Authority is not Reaſon, 
or reaſonable to be aſſented upon. 
This technical Senſe of the Word Reaſon, 


either ignorantly paſſing with themſelves for 


Reaſon abſolute, by hanging ſo much in their 


Eyes; or artfully thrown our to paſs for Reaſon 
abſolute; the heavy Charge upon Orthodox be- 


lieving is for wanting this; and what they ſo 


much glory in having in their Faith. And the 


want of it is indeed a Charge upon ſuch Aſſents, 
either of Knowledge, or mixt Belief, of which 
it is the proper Foundation, if the nature of 
the Object require Aſſents of that kind; but 
to charge the Abſence of /uch Reaſon, vig. 
natural Notices or Evidence, as a Vice and De- 
fect in Acts of ſimple Belief, is as ridiculous as 
applying Objects to the wrong Organ; to 
ground Aſſents to Sounds upon the Eye, and to 
Colours upon the Ear; and requiring ſuch Mo- 
tiyes as the Objects cannot yield, the apprehen- 
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ſive Faculties were not made to receive, and 

which by ſuppoſition are firſt excluded. 
Alt the ſame fair rate they uſe us in the Word 
*Onaerſtanding, that they are ſo often up with, } 
and give ſuch ſtrict Charges to be ſure not to 
believe without, as you have heard before. For 
who would not think but this Vader ſtanding 
were ſomething eſſential to an Act of Faith, 
and were abſolutely neceſſary in believing the 
Doctrine of the Trinity, eſpecially, to perfect 
it; for ſuch 'tis plain, they would have Men 
take it for; which the World is to ſuppoſe the 
Orthodox ſhamefully want in their Faith, and 
that they do not let their Faculty of Under- 
ſtanding do its Office, nor bear the Part it 
ought to have in their Acts of Faith; which 
they (the Arians) take more care to ſee done 
in theirs. But we ſhall find this wonderful In- 
gredient, as they mean it, is far from anſwer- } 
ing this Character; all the Vuderſtanding that 
is abſolutely neceſſary in order to believe, and 
as previous to it, is the ſimple Perception of 
what is propounded, or the literal and gramma- } 
tical Apprchenſion of the meaning of the Terms, 
abſtracted from any thing that is logical or ſyl- 
logiſtical employ'd upon them; ſo much know- 1 
ledge of them as is neceſſary ro make thema 


naked Popoſition, without either Argument or 


Concluſion, ſtanding in a perfect State of Indit- } 
ference, as to Truth and Falſhood. For Autho- 
rity being the ſuppoſed Argument to enforce } 
their determination to truth, ſo far as the Mind 


puts in any of its own Evidences or Logick be- 


fore hand, to help to determine them that way: | 
| 10 


( 23) 
ſo much it derogates from the Credit and Suffi- 
| ciency of the Authority, and takes off from the 

Virtue and Perfection of its Act of Faith; and 
if it not only puts in ſuch its own Notices, but 
for their ſakes, the better approves the Propoſi- 
tions; and therefore ſecretly firſt aſſents to 


them; or is diſpoſed by them, wholly or in part, 


ſo to do; they may colour ſuch Aſſent with the 
Name of Faith, bur ir is not ſo: for the Work 
is done by the Mind within itſelf, before it 
comes to believing ; and the Concluſion that we 
call Faith, is already drawn a different way. 
For inſtance, if I ſay that a Man ought not to 
believe ſuch a Triangle to be cquiangular, or 
equilateral, unleſs he firſt underſtand it, by un- 
derſtanding I ought not ro mean, his working 


it by Demonſtration, and feeling the force of 


that, for he would not believe ir a bit, unleſs he 
did ſo before it came to that, but would know 


it; and would abuſe the Perſon upon whole. 


Teſtimony he ſhould then pretend to aſſent to 
it. The Underſtanding therefore that Dr. Clark 


ſuppoſe) ſo much preſſes the great Duty and 


Neceſſity of, in order to the right Belief of 
divine Revelation, and more eſpecially of the 
Propoſitions of the Scripture Doctrine of the 
Trinity ; ought not to mean the Mind's Appro- 
bations of thoſe Propoſitions upon its own Evi- 
dences, nor the putting Aſtents to them in 
whole, or in part, upon the ſcientifick Founda- 


tion; but the bare Apprehenſion only of the 


meaning of the Words offer'd, and what the 
Propaſer would have by them, without any 
private Moments of the Mind's Gdiilike, deter- 
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mining it againſt, or in fayour of one Accepta. 


tion more than another. But this is not the 
Underſtanding that will content him, and that 
he ſo plies us with the Inculcations of the ne- 
ceſſity of; by which he neither means appre- 


hending the grammarical Force and Power of | 


| = Words, in their propoſitional State, nor yet 
their true and right Meaning; but the logical 
Truth or Agreement, with the Things they de- 


note, or {uch underſtanding of them, as the } 
Mind, upon its own antecedent Notices of 


things, beſt likes, and can beſt reconcile the 
Ideas of to fuch its common Principles, as it 


ſets up for Guides in their Accepration; and 


the ſuitablenels of the Idea's convey'd from 
them, to certain other Idea's of natural things 
that it has before fixed as Standards, that it re. 
ſolves not to depart from, or aſſent againſt. Nor 
by Qnderſtanarng does he intend the firſt Per- 
cCeption of the Power of the Names, but ſuch 
intimate penetration of the things, and ſo much 
viſion of the truth of their State, and the cauſes 
of that Truth, as diſcurſively, and by ratiocina- 
tion at leaſt, if not immediately, diſcovers, that 
they are, or may be, as propounded to it. 


If by undes ſtaudiug the Propoſitions of the | 


Doctrine of the Trinity, they only intended at- 
ſenting to them, under ſome meaning, they 
need not be ſo much in pain for that, becauſe 
tis not poſſible to do otherwiſe, ſince tis Senſe 
and Meaning that makes them an Object of A- 
ſent ; and it is as impertinent to charge Men 
not to aſſent till they ſo underſtand, as it would 
be to bid Men be ſure not to ſee until they had 


ſomething | 


(25) 

ſomething to look at; or when they know, al- 
ways to know ſomething ; fince aſſenting to 
no meaning, like knowing nothing, is not al- 
ſenting or believing at all. That grammatical Ig- 
norance and Inſenſibility by non-apprehenſion 
of the Force of Terms, is not the want of 
that Underſtanding that our Belief of the Pro- 


oſitions of the Doctrine of the Trinity is 


charged withal, is acknowledged by the learned 
Authors aforeſaid, where he talks of intelligible 
meaning (Introduction) and implies the Logical 
to be added to the Grammatical, to amount to 
what he calls Dudes ſtaudiug in this Caſe; and 
that it is the conſtruction of Things, not of 
Words, that he requires by the Word Under- 
ſtanding. „ 8 

Nor is it the true Meaning and grammatical 
Force only of the Terms, that he deſigns by 
Underſtanding. For were it ſo, the Diſpute 
would be wholly Grammatical, and nothing bur 
Dictionary Work; but this is paſt over, and 'tis 
taken as granted, that the Orthodox know 
hat they mean by what they ſay, and we 
are preſently had away off from Grammatical 
Underſtanding, into the Mazcs of Logick and 
Metaphy ſicks, to have our Minds there illuſtra- 
ted, with the Underſtanding that he preaches up 
as neceſſary to the molt ſimple and ideotick 
Chriſtians, with Diſtinctions of /peczfick and in- 
drvidual Subſtance, inſtead of Grace, to ex- 
pe! the Grammatical Ignorance of Chriſt as a 
divine Perſon being of one ſubſtance with the 
Father: In ſhort, by the Word Underſtanding, 
they do not only mean the natural Evidences of 
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(46 } 23 
the Mind (as they did by Reaſon) made the 
Foundation of Aſſent; but farther ſtill, the 
Aſſent itſelf, perfected and given, upon that 
Foundation, in excluſion to all Regards to Teſ. 
timony; and leaving no room for Faith, but as 
a ſuperfluous Poſt-Act, to ſtand for Name and 


Faſhion-fake, upon that Aſſent of Knowledge, C1 


if at all; for that poor old-faſhion'd Name and | 
thing, as out of date, and laid aſide, is hardly | 


vouchſafed Name or Notice, . unleſs to blaſt its 
Reputation thro' the whole Scripture Doctrine 


of the Trinity, the Subject where, and where | 
alone, it ought to triumph in Simplicity. We 
hear, indeed, of the Rule of Faith, the materi 1 


credenda, but ro what Purpoſe ? or what Ut: 3 


to be put to? to be believed? No, we hear no- 
thing of that, but to be applyd by the Under. 1 
. ſlanding; to affect the Underſtanding, &c. 
And whereas hitherto the Doubt amongſt Di- 
vines has been, whether Know/edge can conſiſt 
with Faith in the Mind, at the fame Time, 
concerning the ſame Propoſition; and whether 
the Incvidence of the thing believed be not eſſen- 
tial to it, under the plauſible Name of Rea 


and *Onderſtanding, our modiſh Believers have 


tript up the Heels of Faith, and put pretended | 
Knowledge upon us in its ſtead. Knowing is be- 
 Hieving, and Evidence the Authority of Teſti- 
mony ; and as if we were over- run with Faith, 
and the Son of Man were like to find the Earth 
over-grown with the rank Increaſe of this les 
Grain than that of Muſtard Seed, his laborious 
Buſineſs is now to keep it down, to tear up its 
very Roots and Foundation, ta raiſe — | 

> a 


* 


( 27 ) 
of our Introductions and Scripture-Dottrines, 
but Nature's Plea for Infidelity, or a new way of 
ifſenting to Chriſtianity without believing it? A 
biquaſive from walking by Faith, and not by 
abt, where Men have have no Eyes; making 
Faith the Evidence of things ſeen. Dear Chri- 
ſtians, don't believe too faſt, is the end of all the 
[notable Logick and Rhetorick, +. 
This mighty Charge therefore againſt the Or- 
I thodox, as beizeving without reaſon, under- 
funding things unintelligible, &c. that looks 
ſo terrible, at the bottom comes to nothin 
IT nore than this, that our Aſſent to the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, is an Act of ſimple Faith, with- 
W our any mixture of Evidence in its foundation; 
the doing of which, whether it is right or wrong, 
and more proper and reaſonable than the mixt 
form of Faith they ſo much inſiſt upon, we are 
now to conſider. 

The Reaſonableneſs or Unreaſonableneſs of the 
Simplicity of Bclief, and aſſenting to things upon 
the unmixt foundation of Teſtimony only, does 
not depend upon the Quality of the Teſtimony, 
but upon the Nature ot the Object, or thing at- 


tas of it, and how far it relates to its Senſes or 
Faculties, its Inſtruments and Offices of Infor- 


jet : For if we have antecedent Notices of the 
thing propoſed to be aſſented ro, rho' the Teſti- 
mony of the Propoſer be divine and infallible, 
and the Foundation of Aſſent is on that part 
complete, and the Mind has no right to queſtion 

8 | the 


nd Bugbears againſt it; for what elſe is the end 


ſented to; what antecedent Notices the Mind 


mation and Apprehenſion, as their proper Ob- 
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the truth of what it propounds ; yet till it hs 
a Right of Conſtruction, where the Terms of the EY 
Teſtimony are dubious, in favour of its own Eyi. WM”; 15 
dences, and of taking them in that Senſe, 28 4 
may beſt comply, or bear leaſt hard upon its on 5 
Notions and Idea“; becaule thole its Evidences # 
are the Laws and Rules given our to the Ming u 
before, by the ſame infallible Propoſer, to mea. . 
ſure Truth by, and to ground Aſſents in con. 3 
currence with upon; which within their proper | f 
compaſs, ſo far as they are not poſitively 1e. i 
tracted or contradicted by the Propoſer himicli, Of f. 
ſtand good. * : ny 
But if the Nature of the thing propoſed be ſuch, Ml © 
that the Mind has no antecedent Notices of it, Y 
and none of its Senſes or Faculties have any fe. 4 
lation to it as their Object, but it is utterly with. | 
out all irs Evidences, and all its Collection of Ml © 
{dean's are foreign to it; in ſuch caſe, tho' the 2 
Teſtimony ſhould be only humane, yet the Al. Y 
ſent muſt be an Act of ſimple Belief, or none at 53 
all; or if the original Teſtimony. of ſuch matte: WM ,, 
propoſed, that the Mind knows nothing of t. 

ſelf, be divine, and it be repropoſed to it under 

humane Definitions, the apparency of Truth in WW > 
thoſe Definitions, by conſiſtency with the Minds WF ,, 
Evidences of things, which is the Reaſon ard n 
Underſtanding that the Ariaus talk of, are out x 
of the queſtion, as any part of the Foundation Wl R 
to aſſent upon, and of no weight either as ta WM 
Motive or Objection; but the Authority of uch Wi , 
Repropoſers, is all that the Mind has to proceed WM , 
to aſſent upon. „ ST; 


The 


— LOO — — Li 


3 


The Fallacity or Fallibility of Teſtimony pro 


pounding things that fall under the Mind's com- 
non Notices ( which it calls its natural Princi- 
ples) and which are the proper Objects of its 
Informations, is the ground of mixed Aſſents; 
the Wiſdom or Reaſonableneſs of which lies in 
juſtly balancing and weighing the Validity of 
the Teſtimouy againſt its own Evidences, which 
is the Rule of Credibiliry ; and according to its 
Conſiſtency or Inconſiſtency with thoſe Eviden- 
ces, proportioning the Degrees of its Aſſents to 
what is reſtifyed ; and putting upon its Propo- 
ftions the Notes of Cyrta;nty, Probability, 
Poſſbility, and Impoſſibility; and anſwerably 
to thoſe Characters, aſſenting firmly, faintly, 


| fulpending its Aſſentꝭ where it cannot reconcile 
I the Propoſitions of Teſtimony, with its Eviden- 
ces concerning the thing reſtified ; and flatly de- 


nying it, if it ſtand againſt them; for no weight 
of Authority can balance contradiction to them. 

To apply now this Doctrine to the matter in 
hand, in order to diſcover what Form of Aſſent 
ought to be given to the Doctrine of the Trinity, 


and other matters of Divine Revelation. 


And firſt, the Teſtimony propounding thoſe 


Reyelations is on both ſides own'd to be divine 
and infallible, and on that part a compleat foun- 


dation, requiring an Aſſent of ſimple Belief; 
and all that the Mind has left, is a Right of Con- 
ſtruction of the Terms of Teſtimony in favour 
of its own Evidences, where the things teſtified 
are the proper Objects of its Informations; but 
where it is intirely a Stranger to the thing pro- 
pounded, and its Rules and Laws, and Col- 

| | lection 


__ 

lection of Ideas, have no manner of telation tg 
ir, there ſuch Right of Conſtruction in their fi. 
vour, is attogether impertinent and ridiculous 


In all other Matters revealed in the Scriptures] ey 
the Mind has a Right of Conſtruction and Exp © 
ſition of the Terms of the Propoſitions in favoui tt 


of its own Evidences, except in what relates u << 
the Mode of the Divine Being; becauſe in no. fc 
thing elſe natural Light wholly fails, and tie © 
Revelation is not total, but only in part, a {iſ 0 
peradded Light to Nature's fundamental Stoch * 
and falls no farther under the Aſſent of Faith " 
than it exceeds that Foundation; and even te ( 
moral Attributes of God are not perfect Revelag I 
tions, but Improvements of what rhe Mind hall * 
fundamental Evidences of before in it elf; re 
concilably to which, its Aſſents to the Propoſid 
tions of them are to be underſtood ; but the na- 
rural Attributes of God, and the Mode of that 
Divine Being, is both by our own Confeſſion 
and by poſitive Declaration of the ſame divine 
Teſtimony that originally reveals it, declared tog 
have no manner of relation to any of the Mind 
own Notices of things; the Conſiſtency or lug 
conſiſtency of its Propoſitions with which, 24 
mounts neither to Motive nor Objection; aud 
the application of them to Nature's Laws or Prin 
| Ciples, is as abſurd, as applying Objects of Scniq 
to wrong Organs, as a blind Man's putting 4 
Speaking-trumper to his Noſe to fee withal, and] 
playing groſſly at Croſs-purpoſes, by trying 
things by inept and contrary Rules. 
As an Argument of this, I appeal Firſt to Sci 


conſciouſnels. Secondly, To eſtabliſhed ad 
| | | acknoVi 


* n 
acknowledged Definition. And Thirdly, To 
poſitively Divine Declaration. 

Firſt, I appeal to Self. conſciouſneſs. Who- 
ever conſults hnafelf, will perceive, that in this 
our preſent State of Being, we live like ſome- 
thing born and bred in ſome large Box, thar can 
come at nothing but what is within the circum- 
ference that incloſes it: And as God has ſo or- 
der'd it, that our Bodics can crawl no whither 


off this Globe, fo he has confined our Minds 


to the large viſible Circumference round us, and 
we cannot think without the bounds of this pre- 
ſent material Syſtem: And as when we put our 
Imagination upon rambling beyond the Limits 
of the Creation to extramundane Spaces that we 
talk of; we ſtill find we fall ſhort, and are till 
within the bounds of the Creation, and cannot 
reach the Notion of Infinity; ſo neither can we 


raiſe an Idea of any ſubſtantial! Forms (tho' we 


ſtudy to be never ſo extravagant and licentious 
in doing it) whoſe every part is not borrowed 
from this material Syſtem: A Demonſtration, 
that we muſt either have a new Set of Inſtru- 
ments of Apprehenſion, or theſe we have other- 
wiſe ſet, and more keenly prepared, before their 
Notices and Informations ought to be admitted 
in any degree as Evidences of the Modes of ſpi- 
ritual and immaterial Subſtances, to which their 
Intelligence has no manner of relation; and con- 
ſequently all thoſe natural Principles and funda- 
mental Laws, whether primordial and connate, 
or founded on Obſervation, by which the Mind 


| forms and directs its Judgment of the Credibility 


of the Modes of Beings, propounded to it upon 
Teſti- 


1 


"TI 


Teſtimony, are purely of Geometrical relation, | 
and of impertinent application to Subſtances, | 
where Geometrical Dimenſions, vg. Time, 4 
Place, Number, and quantitative Parts are not 
concern'd. And as all our Notions of Poſſibili. 
ty, Probability, and Impoſſibility of the Modes 
of the Being of things, are founded upon theſe 
Indemonſtrables and ſelf-evident Principles; ſo 
we carry them beyond their natural deſign, and 
relation to things, and uncertainly and dange. 
rouſly preſume too far upon them, when we ap. 
ply them as Rules ro things that were never in- 


tended to be tryed by them. And it is very 


doubtful and precarious, how far any of the Stan- 
dards or Grounds of our preſent Logick are ap- 
plicable to ſpiritual Beings, or whether our very 
Contradictions hold good, or have any piace, 
where things are to be meaſured by no ſuch kind 
I am ſure the Definition of ſpiri- 
tual Beings gives us reaſon to ſuſpect it is lo; to 


of relations. 


which I next proceed, which is, that they are, 


Sccondly, Immaterial and Tncorporeal ; for 


a Negation of Matter, or bodily Nature, being 


its Notion, all Laws, Principles, and Rules of 


Reaſoning, founded on material Properties, and 


framed with no farther View or Relation, than 
to the natural Conſtitution of things within this 
material, or at leaſt created Syſtem, ought con- 
icquently to ceale, as to them: For we having 
no other Conception of {ſpiritual Subſtance, but 
that it has nothing common to Matter, none of 
its Properties or Qualities ; but every thing un- 
like, nay quite contrary, as the Name Immale. 
rial implies: And we then think moſt truly ot 
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C599) 
it, and apprehend it, when we have abſtracted 
and ſtruck from its Notion whatever any way 
agrees to Bodies; and after this Definition thus 
eſtabliſned, and agreed to, to uſe ſtill our Evi- 
dences relating to Matter, as common Standards 


to meaſure its Modes of Being by, as a proper 
foundation for our Aſſents to Propoſitions con- 


cerning it, is acting inconſiſtently, and admit- 
ting that to be Evidence, which we at the ſame 
time are ſuppoſed to bar; and reducing the Ob- 
ject propounded to a Conformity to that, which 
we ſuppoſe it to be nothing like, nor to have any 


| thing in its Mode of Being in common withal; 


and whoſe very Name carries in it contradiction 
to what we make its correſpondence to, a Motive 
to our Aſſent to it. And 'tis equally hap ha- 
zard, to judge any Propoſition of the Mode of 
the Divine Being to be more or leſs true, from 
its Agreeableneſs to thoſe Evidences of the State 
of natural things, which we call our Reaſon; 
becauſe they may be nothing at all to the pur- 
pole, and not of common application to it: For 
if they are applicable to try at all the Truth of 
the Propoſitions of the Divine being by, and to 
influence our Aſſents either way, then is not the 
Divine Being immaterial, or ſuch whoſe Notion 
implies Negation of and Contradiction to all ma- 
terial Properties, being in ſome reſpects corre- 
W /ondent ; which is a contradiction to what its 
| Name and Definition ſappoſes it to be. And 


eertainly where the Terms of divine Revelation 


put the Mode of God's being under no certain 
determination, but are of doubrful conſtruction z 
| conſiſtency with all our natural Ideas and No- 
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tices of things that are material, is ſo far fron, 
being a juſt Prejudice to the Mind againſt a. 
ſenting to a human Definition of it, that of the 
two it is rather a Recommendation, as making 
it look more likely to be right, becauſe, as! 
ſaid, Remotion of Conformity to our Founds. } 
tions of Knowledge, better agrees to its being | 
immaterial; and not attending to any 1deg's of 
our own to form by them our Conceptions, 
which God has laid ſo many Cautions in againſt 1 


in the Scripture as idolatrous; which is, 


Thirdly, That poſitive Declaration of the di. 
vine Teſtimony, which I ſaid forbids our forming 
Notions of the Mode of God's Being, by an A-. 

greeableneſs to our own Notices of other things. 
Ze ſaw no Similitude — fake good heed il 


unto your ſelves, for ye ſaw no Similitude, 
Deut. iv. Thou ſhalt not make to thy ſelf — } 
The likeneſs of any thing, &c. Exod. xx. 70 
whom will ye liken God? or what Likeneſs 
will ye compare unto him? Ila xl. No Ma 
hath ſeen God at any time, John i. 18. 70e na. 
tural Man receiveth not the things of the Spirit 
of God, for they are Fooliſhneſs unto him, 1 Cor. 
ii. 14. King inviviſible, 1 Tim. i. 17. Who- 
ever founds his Aſſents to the Mode of Gods 
Being on any Congruity that is in the Propoſ. 
tions of it to the Evidences of his own Mind, 
or otherwiſe than on Authority only, is mani. 
feſtly guilty of acting contrary to thele Scrip- 
tures; the doing of which is yet the whole Sp 
rit of Ariani/mand Anti-Trinitarianiſm. What 
with ſo much Pertinacity they contend for, 5 


to have the Propoſitions of the Mode of the D. 
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vine Being, regulated by their Evidences of 
things 3 and Conformity to thoſe Evidences made 
the Rule of Conſtruction ; and Irreconcilablenels 
to them an argument not only of Miſconſtru- 
gion, but even of the Text itſelf nor being ge- 
nuine, and cauſe of literal Expunction. What 
elſe is their ſoveraign Bar of Reaſon they appeal 
to, but the Subjection of the divine Teſtimony to 
be tryed by their Evidences of Knowledge; and 
to bend the Propoſitions of Revclation to a Re- 
concileableneſs of Apprehenſion to the Laws of 
natural Beings ? For tho' they ſometimes cry 
out againſt human Definitions; yet it is the Dit- 
W zzrccablcenels and Indigeſtibleneſs of rhe Propo- 
| firions to what they call their Reaſon, that we 
| hear moſt of, as the inſuperable Objection. For 
this they ſo proteſt againſt the Athanaſian Creed, 
that its Propoſitions are aureaſonablè and unin- 
telligible ; from whence they argue back againſt 
its expreſſing the true Senſe of the divine Teſti- 
mony. Hence they call its Propofitions mon- 
ſtrous, becauſe it ſets out an immaterial Sub- 
ſance, otherwiſe moded than a material one; 
makes God nothing like any thing in the whole 
World; characterizes his Being ſo, as 'tis Non- 
ſenſe ro think that any living Creature can poſ- 
ſbly be. This is the intolerable Impoſition on 
the Underſtanding ſo cried out againſt, that the 
Divine Being is deſcribed to be ſuch as Nature 
| has no Type or Pattern for; when indeed the 
Propoſitions would be more monſtrous, were 
they not as they object; but Men then act the 
part of reaſonable Believers, and proceed to the 
Act like Men of true Judgment, who let . 5 
D 2 the 
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the Conſideration of the Agreeableneſs of the | 


Propoſitions to their Evidences affect their Af. 
ſents either way, to the Mode of that Being, 


which they have no Idea of of their own, far- | 
ther than that it is, and is above all that they 
do know; which they are ſure has nothing in 


it like any things which they do know, and how 


much contrary and inconſiſtent, they cannot 
tell: but very much they muſt think it is, when 
Negation of all that is in them is its Name and 
Definition, and Diſſimilitude from them all made 
an Article of Conception, by pofitive Injunction 


from itſelf. 


The Ar:ans, amongſt their other Reffexions 
on the Orthodox Faith, pleaſe themſelves with 
the odious compariſon of the Belief of the A4tha- } 
naſian Propoſitions of the Doctrine of the Trini- 
ty with the' abſurd Belief of Tran ſubſtantiatiun; 
a Reproach that belongs to themſelves: For ob- 
ſerve the Analogy between them; the Papiſi } 
believe, where they ought not to 4e/zeve, but 
to know ; the Arians pretend to know, where | 
they ought to lie ve: Thole have recourle to 
Teſtimony, where they have Evidence, which 
they call it in againſt ; theſe. pretend to Evi. 
dence where the Nature of the Object does not 
admit of it, and where there is nothing but 76. 
flimony to be had: One pretends to believe, 
what he #7ows ro the contrary of; t'other pre. 
tends to know what 'tis impoſſible for him, and ö 
by pretending to believe, therefore, becauſe he 
&10Wws, deſtroys the Virtue and Morality even 
of what he calls his Faith. Both Pretenders un- 
naturally invert the Order of human 1 f 
| Eg the 


C37 1 3 
the Papts diveſt Matter of its eſſential Proper- 
ties, and reſt it with the Attributes of Divinity, 
vis. Omnipreſency, Sc. the Arians they reſt 
the Divine Being with the Properties of Matter, 
and by thoſe conſtruc the Propoſitions of it; and 
there is hardly an Impropricty that is charged on 
the Belief of Tranſubſtantiation, which there is 
not a Fellow for in their Disbelief of, and Ob- 
jections againſt the Doctrine of the Trinity and 
its Propoſitions: Thoſe call what ſhould be 
Reaſon, Faith ; theſe what ſhould be Faith, 
Reaſon. | -” 

Thoſe natural Evidences therefore, which the 


 Arians call Reaſon and *Onderſtanding, and 


which truly are fo in their proper Place, and 
when not miſapplyed; being not to be attended 
to as of any moment or conſideration in our 
Aſſents to the Propoſitions of the Mode of God's 
Being, but mere Indifferents: we may hence, 
inſtead of accuſing, admire the Faithfulneſs and 
Integrity of the Catholick Church our Mother; 
ihewing that ſhe is not careful in this matter to 
ſet out the Object of our Chriſtian Belief, the 
Mode of the Divine Being, with any Agrecable- 
neſſes to human Underſtanding, or Flatteries to 


natural Conceit, or humouring Fleſh and Blood 


at all; which as not conferring with, as ſhe re- 
cerved Chriſt Jeſus, ſo ſhe propounds him to 
thoſe who are to be rooted and built up in him 
in the Faith; taking no heed therein to vain 
Philoſophy, and its vain Deceits, after the 
Tradition of Men, after the Rudiments of the 
World, and not after Chris; laying before 
Men the revealed Ideas of God's Bring, ani 
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the {imple Amount of them, without abating 


any thing of the Fulneſs of that Amount, from 
any Views of Obnoxiouſneſs from the difficul. 
ties of diſtinct Apprehenſion or Comprehenſion; 
without ſoftning or ſmoothing their genuine 
 Harthneſs, to make them go the more eaſily 
down with the natural Man; or giving them a. 
ny favourable Glozings, to glib the Paſſage ro 
Aſſent; thinking it more decent, that the Mind 


ſhould riſe to them, than they be made to ſtoop 


below the native Majeſty of their Supernatura- 
neſs, to cocker the little and low Imaginations 1 
of perverſe Carnality, by Attemperations to it. 


And the Orthodox Sons of this Mot ler, cloſcly 


treading her ſteps in executing her Propoſitions, 
proceed in their Aſſents to them, with the ſame 1 
Indifference and Diſregard to natural Notices, 
neither being the leſs ready to embrace them, } 
from their ſeeming Noncomplyance with their 3 
natural Evidences, nor the more for their ex. 
ceeding thoſe Standards; but attending to Te. 
ſtimony only and Authority, as their Founda- 
tion to aſſent upon, with Wills diſengag'd from 
Addiction, and Propenſion to follow the dome. 
ſtick Notices of their own Underſtandings, and 
ſuch an humble Reſignation of all their natural 
Evidences to the Manifeſtation of the Divine 
Object, as its tranſcendent Nature requires. In 
ſuch caſe, the buſineſs of Faith is not to aſſent 
by laying obſcure things open to the Under. 
ſtanding, but to believe them as they are pro- 


pounded, be they clear or otherwiſe 111 il © 


dei non eſt ut res obſcure fiant perſpicuæ, ſel 
credere) and that the Veneration of fie, My? 
IO * . flere 


(359 - 
feries lies not in the Preſumption of logically 
ſcanning and canvaſſing the Conſiſtency of their 
Ideas, and impudently demanding Satisfaction 
of the divine Propoſer to be firſt given by an 
zpparency of their Poſſibility, but in receiving 
the Words of God blindly (if that be blindly) 
without ſuch kind of underſtanding them. 

The Authority of Divine Teſtimony being 
then the only reaſonable Foundation of aſſent- 
ing to the Mode of God's Being ; we are next 
to conſider which is the reaſonable Means, or 
true way of applying that Teſtimony ro the 
Mind; and in what State of Propoſition its 
Idea's are to be conveyed, in order to their 
right apprehenſion. The Teſtimony it ſelf, tis 
certain, is only the original Terms of divine Re- 
yelation ; bur theſe original Terms of divine Re- 
yelation being deliver'd out in Languages that 
not one in a thouſand, of thoſe to whom they 
are propoſed to be aſſented to, underſtand; tis 
therefore evident, that the divine Revealer in- 
tended it to be offer'd in ſome ſecondary State 
of Repropoſition , wherein ſuch Equivalents to 
the Force of the original Terms, as the Aſſenters 
do apprehend, ſhould be ofter'd to them in their 


ſtead : which Change of the original Terms for 
better known Equivalents, mult either be more 


imple and direct, as in Tranſlation ; or conſe- 
quential, by rendering) Equivalents not for the 


ſimple Terms, but for a Complexion of them; 


giving the force and amount of them in con- 


ſtruction with one another, and what Idea“ rife 


from them put together. | 
Of the Juſtice of theſe Equiyalents, and how 
D 4 well 
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well they anſwer the Terms of the oripinal, ſince A 
nothing is to be inferred from the Quality of 


the Repropoſitions themſelves, as has been ſaid; 


nor from the Conſiſtency of the Ideas they con- 


vey, with the Logick of thoſe to whom they 
are offer'd to be aſſented to; therefore the 


whole Reaſon on the Aſſenter's part, of the ori. q 
ginal Teſtimony being fairly repreſented, and its 
{dea's rightly apprehended and believed; and 


their whole Argument of Aſſurance of the Re- 
ctitude and Certitude of their Aſſents, is the 


Authority of the Repropoſers. Unleſs God has 
appointed ſome Repropoſers, and furniſhed them 
with ſufficient Authority for this neceſſary Work, 
this eſſential part of the divine Revelation of the 
Mode of God's Being and Exiſtence might as 
well not have been made, as be given out in 


Terms which the generality of thoſe to whom it 


is propounded cannot apprehend, and in a Tongue 
in which the Body of Mankind are incapable of 
coming at it, ſo impoſſible to be believed or 


aſſented to, unleſs the Ideas of the Teſtimony 


are applied to them in Terms which they per- 
ceive the force of. The Neceſſity therefore f 
aſſenting to divine Teſtimony thro' Repropoſ- 
tion, as the only ordinary Means of having ju- 
ſtifying Faith, St. Paul lays down as granted, } 
Nom. x. in that elegant Gradation of his, where 
he alſo gives us the firſt and moſt eſſential 
Note whereby to judge of the Authority ol 
the Repropolers: How ſhall they believe in 
bim of whom they have not heard? And hiv | 
ſhall they hear without a Preacher? Ana ho i 


foal they preach, unleſs they be ſent ? 


The 


135 \ - 
CR <7 

The Connexion of the Links of which de- 
monſtrative Chain is this: That &e/zeving the 
divine Teſtimony neceſſarily requires hearing of 
it, as its immediate Foundation; which hear- 
ing means only the firſt ſimple Perception of the 
Force of Sounds, and Apprehenſion of their 
Senſe ; Underſtanding not in the Arian Senſe, 
as implying Evidence in it; but ſuch Gramma- 
tical Underſtanding,>as is requiſite to give an 
Aſſent of Faith upon. This Hearing as neceſ- 

farily requires a (uy2Y0rw) Preacher, as we im- 
properly render it; who is indeed a ſolemn Pro- 
mulgator, or ſecondary Propoſer of another's 
Will, officially and by Inſtitution ſuch. How 
can they 8 ſome Repropoſer of the 
divine Teſtimony to them, to make them ſenſible 
what it means, and offering it to them not in 
ics original Terms, but in ſuch others expreſſing 


their Force, as Men are acquainted withal ? For 


tis thus only that all Nations have heard, or 
can hear the Goſpel promulged to them; not 
in the original Terms of Teſtimony, but in its 
State of Repropoſition, and as cloathed in the 
Terms of its Promulgers: For it is T HEIR 
Hound that is gone into all the Earth, and 
THEIR Woras unto the Ends of the World; 
and not the original Words of divine Teſtimony, 
which never ſo went, and cannot be Heard uni- 
verfally by Mankind in that Senſe that Hearing 
here deſigns: For the original Terms lie as Foun- 
dation, but not as Terms of immediate Appli- 
cation to the Underſtanding, which neceſſarily 
requires them to pals into another State of Pro- 
poſition. 8 

| | 7 And 
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And this Repropoſition of the original Terms 
df Teſtimony, as neceſſarily requires a divine 
Miſſion or Commiſſion in its Authors the Pro. 
mulgers, and their having a fair, Title and poſi. 
tive Inſtitution to that Office of Repropoſition; 
for— how ſhall They preach, viz. promulge or 
repropoſe, unleſs they be ſent ; and this Title is 
that Authority, which, I have ſhewn, is only 
in this Caſe to be attended to, and the Exami. 
nation of it is all that the Aſſenters have to 


truſt ro, whereby to argue that the Terms of 


Repropoſition either are, or are not juſt Equi. 
valents to the original Teſtimony ; into which 
the Quality of the Propoſitions themſelves can 
give them no Light, nor any Evidences of their 
own, or lend them the leaſt Aſſiſtance, as to the 
Subject we are here ſpeaking of. 

The Aſſent then, ro the original divine Pro- 
poſition of the Mode of God's Being, thus ne- 
ceſſarily left to depend abſolutely upon the Au- 
thority of ſome Repropoſition of it, as the 


Foundation of its Conveyance; and conſequent- 


ty, divinely appointed ſo to do, eſpecially to 


all thoſe who themſelves are utterly incapable 
of examining the juſtice of the Terms of Re- 
propoſition, by the Original: What Repropoſi- 
tion can pretend to ſet up its Authority in com- 
petition with the Authority of that, thro' which 
the Orthodox do aſſent to the Doctrine of the 
Trinity? Who ſhould be the Repropoſers of 


this Fundamental, and ſalvifick Truth, to the 


ſimpler and ideotick part of Mankind, but that 
Body, the Church, which the divine Teſtimony 
recommends to them by ſuch more chan hu- 

| - mane 


Po Lo 
mane Titles, of being the Body of Chriſt, the 
Spouſe of Chriſt, Chriſt himſelf, 1 Cor. xii. 12. _ 
the Ground and Pillar of Truth: the Witneſs x 
and Keeper of Holy Writ ; that has Authority 5 
in Controverſies of Faith; (Art. 19. 20.) the 
Trumpet of God, by and in which his pure = 
Mord is preached, promulged, founded out to 773 
Men, and is to be ſo while the World laſts; be- 77 
ing inde fectible, and therefore indefectible, be- 121 
cauſe infalliblèe in her Aſſent to the Mode of 45 
the divine Being, which is the Eſſence of her 5 
Conſtitution, and the Foundation of her Being; 1 f 
in which alone, becauſe the cannot err, ſhe + 
therefore cannot fail; and in which, if ſhe errs, 12 5 
her Being is loſt, and ſhe does fail, together 117 
with God's Promiſe. What Authority, what | 
pretended Reaſon or Underſtanding, can ba- VEE 
lance the Anthoriry of the common Teſtimony 5 
of this Body, concerning the Thing that is its . 
own Eſſence? Can Men be juſtly charged with 90 55 
want of Reaſon in their Faith, that throw in - 
their Lot with this Body? And when they muſt 
believe ſomebody, chule its Teſtimony for their 
Foundation, rather than harken to the ſuſpec- 
ted Cavils of ſome private Setters up againſt 
it, who would put their Aſſents upon imprac- 
ticable Foundations? Were there no divine 
Declarations in favour of hearkning to the com- 
mon Voice of the Chriſtian Church, in this 
Caſe, yet upon the Principles of natural Pru- 
dence and Judgment, Men are bound to aſſent 
to the Athana/ian and Nicene Propofitions ; 
were there no more in it than that, Perzzzs in 
ſud arte credendum, the Judgment of the com- 
mon 
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(44 7) © 
mon Body of the Churches Officers, in the By. 
ſineſs that God has appointed them to, and con- 


cerning the particular Subject of their Care and 
Study in their Profeſſion, is what wiſe or mo- 


deſt Men ought to think they ſhould be de- 
termined by ; eſpecially where there is no Sha- 


dow of Temptation to have their Integrity cor- 


rupted, nor any manner of worldly End to be 
anſwered by believing this way, more than 
that, beſides the ſimple Moment of Truth; when 
they themſelves truſt their Salvation and their 
All in the fame Bottom. Were the Clergy, to 


get any thing in this World, by the Doctrine of [ 


the Trinity being believed, and Chriſt's Divini- 


ry, as the Romiſh Prieſts, by Be of +09 


Popiſh Doctrines; did it any way tend to mag- 
nify their Office, or worldly Intereſts, or open 
the way to any gainful Trade to them, more 
than if the Arian Doctrines prevailed, there 


might be reaſon to ſuſpect their Veracity: but I 


Orthodoxy cannot be charged with any. world- 
ly Views; and if the Mind has any Complaints 


of its natural Rights being invaded, of Impoli- 


tion or Self-denial, tis a fruitleſs Tyranny to 
them who are common Sufferers in the Caule. 


Let us now ſec what wiſe Work our mighty 
Men of Reaſon make of it, in their way of I 
believing, in what inextricable Difficulties rhey 
entangle themſelves, how looſe their Doctrine is, 
how impracticable their Scheme, how inconſi- 
tent their fundamental Rules and Principles arc 
with Truth, with each other, and how incon- 
ſiſtent their own very Practice is with rthole } 


their own fundamental Rules and Principles * 


beit | 


TR, 
Their fundamental Principles and Rules of 
Believing are: 
_ Firſt, That the Scriptures are the Rule of 
Faith. N 8 2 | 
Secondly, That humane Definitions and In- 
terpretations are not proper Grounds of Faith, 
nor the means of convey ing its Propoſitions to 
Mens Minds, with Authority, ſimply and abſo- 
lutely ſuch; or that Men are not bound to 
aſſent to any Doctrines upon Teſtimony only, 
without ſome Evidence of their own, and un- 
les Men immediately by themſelves know and 
are aſſured ſome other way, than thro' that Teſ- 


timony, that theſe Doctrines are propounded in 


the Scripture; this, ſo far as I underſtand them, 


is the Condition and Terms of Belięving, which 


they inſiſt upon againſt Authority. 

By the Scriptures, in their firſt Principles, 
they mean the original Revelation delivered 
out by God, in Greek and Hebrew Words; fo 
Dr. Clark their Foreman, zu Matters of humane 
Teſtimony or divine Revelation, the only Rule 
of Truth, is the Teſtimony or Revelation it- 
ſelf, or the Doctrine of Chriſt; that is, the 
true and right Senſe of thoſe original Words; 
ib. the only Rule of Faith therefore to every 
Chriſtian, is the Doctrine of Chriſt, and that 
Doctrine as apply'd to him by his own VUuder- 
 fianding ; or the original Words rightly under- 
ſtood immediately by a Man's ſelf. 

By the Rule of Faith, they both mean the 
materia credenda, the what is to be believed, 
and allo the Means itſelf of believing, ſo far as 


that Means puts us under Obligation; fo that it 
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r 
is both the Means and the End; the reaſon why 
you believe itſelf, and the Guide and Dircctory 


by which you are to aſſent to Propoſitions of 


it, in any other Form or State beſides the Ori. 
ginal. In the ſecond Propoſition, by Defini. 
zZions, they mean the Senle of Scripture being 


propounded in other Words and Terms, diffe. | 


rent from thoſe of the original Revelation. 


By humane they deſign, or include, at leaſt, 


ſuch Definitions, made as well by the Church 


Catholick to all Chriſtians, as by particular * 


Churches to their Members. 

By Definitions mentioned in general, and 
without any Note of Exception, they mult be 
underſtood to intend all ſorts of Definitions 


whatſoever : eſpecially ſince the fame reafon 1 


that lies againſt one fort lies againſt all; which 
is, that they are, in their Judgment, humane, 


By Authority they mean an Obligation to | 


believe, laid in the Teſtimony of the Propoſers 

of theſe Definitions. . 
And let me here remark, that their invalida- 

ting the Argument of Eccleſiaſtical Authority 


and Teſtimony, is Demonſtration enough of | 
their being conſcious that it ſtands againſt them; 


and lays this part of their Doctrine againſt the 
Authority of humane Definitions, under ſhrewd 
Suſpicions of being founded upon the Conſide- 
ration of its not being in their favour. 

The Definitions therefore here ſtruck at, may 
be diſtinguiſned into, 1. Tradition; 2. Conſe- 


quences drawn, containing Creeds and Articles 


of Faith, and Diſcipline of particular Churchcs 


to their Members; and 3. Tranſlations. 


And 
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And laſtly obſerve, that this their Doctrine 
of the nullity of Authority in humane Defini- 
tions, and the Condition of not aſſenting to 
them, further than Men immediately perceive 
in themſelves their Identity and Correſpondence 
wich the original Revelation, is given out inde- 
finitely, and without any Regard to the diffe- 
rent - Capacities and Qualifications of Perſons. 
The learned and the altogether illiterate, are 
equally bound to try and examine by them- 
ſelves, the Juſtice and Correſpondence of theſe 


Definitions with the original Revelation; which 
they are ſo far to underſtand, as from their own 


Evidence and Judgment of Correſpondence with 


the Revelation, and not from the Propoſers Au- 


thority to give their Aſſent, or to withhold it; 
the only Rule of Faith to every Chriſtian, is 
the Doctrine of Chriſt, &c. ¶ Introduction 
This being their Doctrine, and theſe their 
Principles for Believing ; let us now come to 
the Practice of them. z | 
Firſt, As to their firſt Principle, that he 
Scriptures are the Rule of Faith, in a found and 
praCticable Senſe, we are all here agreed. But 
then even this their firſt Principle cannot be e- 
ſtabliſned, but upon contradiction to their ſecond; 
nor can they find any other Foundation for Aſ- 


ſent to it, but Teſtimony, and the Authority of 


that Definztion which they except againſt As be- 
ing merely humane. For it is a very troubleſome 
Queſtion to go a Step farther back with them, 
and ask them upon what Foundation Aſſent to 


this Principle, that the Scripture is the Rule 


of Faith, is given? Or which way they are 
| L aſſured 
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aſſured which are thoſe Scriptures that are that 
Rule? They dare not ſay that they know which 
is divine Revelation, and which is not, by any 
common natural Evidences; by which it may 


appear to be ſo to the common Body of Man- 


kind, who are obliged to take the Scriptures 
as ſuch; and that the Revelation relates to, or 
that the Settlement of the Canon of Scripture 
depends on any Demonſtration, which every 
1 Perſon is capable of working for him- 
elf. And yet they mult ſay this too, or elle 
they muſt put the Aſſent ro it upon the Foun- 


dation of Teſtimony and irs Authority; and if } 


they pur it upon Teſtimony, that Teſtimony 
muſt either be divine Teſtimony or humane. 

If it be divine Teſtimony, it muſt either be the 
' Scriptures themſelves, which cannot be; becauſe 
then they muſt believe them to be the Word of 
God before they do believe them to be fo ; which 
is zdem per idem, and the Argument circular; 
or ſome other Revelation Bur there is none 
ſuch, beſides the exploded Enchufiaſm of the 


private and inward Teftimony of the Spirit, 


which ill becomes ſuch rational Believers to take 
up withal: and in ſhort when they have tricd 
every thing, and nothing elſe will do, they are 
forced to take up with the Churches Tradition; 
and it is evident matter of Fact, that the ſimpler 
part of Believers neither have, nor can have, 


any other Grounds to aſſent to the Books we 
call the Scriptures, being the Rule of Faith and 
divine Revelation, than Catholick Tradition; 


and that too implicit in the Tradition of the 
particular Church they are Members of, with- 


Out , 
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out any Grounds of hiſtorical Knowledge, or 
other Evidences to confirm it to them ; which 
hiſtorical Knowledge, to thoſe that have it, is 
but ſeeing more Links of the ſame Chain, fixed 
to humane Definition at top. For what elle is 
that we now call Tradition of the Scriptures 
being the Word of God, but Definition of their 

ſo being at firſt, and ſome firſt poſitive Act of 

Definition of their fo being perpetuated and 
continually repeated ? For Tradition differs from 
formal Definition, as Cuſtom does from poſi- 
tive Law; it is a Definition whoſe Author is 
unknown, and the Records of whoſe Original 
are loſt; for it cannot be ſuppoſed that Men 
ſlipt at firſt (they knew not how, nor why, 
nor when) into an univerſal Conſent, that all 
| the Books we now call the. Scriptures, were 
the Revelations of God, or the Writings of 
thoſe whoſe Names they bear. But the Ground 
of that Belief, if we run it back to its Origine, 
muſt either be ſome formal Act of Determina- 
tion, ſettling the Canon in a conciliar way: 
or which is ſtill a weaker Foundation, muſt 
be the Teſtimony of private and particular 
Men, firſt aſſuring particular Churches; and 
thoſe particular Churches aſſuring other Churches, 
that ſuch and ſuch Books were written by 
ſuch and ſuch Perſons; and ſo from few 
| only, who ar firſt ſee the original Scriptures, 
and of thoſe few, fewer that knew by Evi- 
dences, that the Books were the Author's whoſe 
Names they bear; the Aſſent muſt propagate 
tielf to all the reſt, not only in after Ages, but 
yen in that very firſt, upon Authority only. 
E For 
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For inſtance, none could at firſt aſſent to the 
Epiſtles to the Corinthians being St. Pauls, 
bur the Corinthiaus themſelves, to whom they 
were directed, and who might have Evidences 
of it; upon whoſe Teſtimony, and its Autho- 
rity, all the reſt of the Chriſtian World both 
then and ſince depend; and all other Chriſtians 
muſt take the Goſpels on truſt from thoſe, who 
at firſt only knew them to be genuine. 1 

The Tradition of the Church therefore, upon 
which we now aſſent to the Scriptures being the 
Word of God, and are bound to aſſent to their M / 


fo being (if we are bound to it at all) not only 1 a 
ultimately reſolves itſelf into Definition, but is MW tl 
indeed a looſer and more exceptionable kind of MW 
Definition ; fince the utmoſt that we can ima- M T 
gine to its Advantage, is, that it had as great M w 


and ſolemn a Foundation as the Nzcene Creed MF pi 

Has. And as that Eccleſiaſtical Definition of m 
Scripture which we call the Creed of Nice, is MW fo 
but a ritten Tradition; ſo the Catholick Tra- Ml ve 
dition, upon which we take the Scriptures to W Sc 
be the Word of God, is but an unwritten Cee, Ml tio 
inferior to the Authority of that of Nice in 
this, that we know not how, or on what Teſ- 
timony it was at firſt founded: Nor does the 
N:cene Creed come behind the Churches Tra- 
dition of the Scriptures, in the Authority of 

aſt Teſtimony, by univerſality of Acceptance 
and Catholick Aſſent to it. For neither has the 
Tradition of the Scriptures wanted Variety of, 


private Objecters, that have in their Turns re, Mei 
jected almoſt each of the ſacred Books; or i dati 
Chri 


Aſſent to the Scriptures being the * 0 : 
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God, were more univerſal than to the Nicene 
Definitions ; yet the Univerſality of Teſtimo- 
ny does not change its Nature and Quality, 
but leaves it humane Definition ſtill; nor ar all 
cures the Inconſiſtency of Men being obliged to 
aſſent to the Divinity of the Scriptures upon it, 
with the Ariun Doctrine concerning humane 
Definitions. And here therefore, inconſiſtently 
with themſelves, whilſt the Arians deny any Ob- 
ligation to aſſent to the Nicene Definition, as an 
inſufficient Foundation of Aſſent to one ſingle 
Article of Faith, they find themſelves neceſſitated 
at the ſame time to take the like Definition, of 
the ſame Body, more uncertainly made, and 
with other Diſad vantages, under the Name of 
Tradition, as a ſufficient Foundation for the 
whole Body of Chriſtianity. And whilſt they 
pretend to preach down the Authority of hu - 
mane Definitions, and reflect on the Orthodox, 
for reſting on them as the Foundation of con- 
veyance of the divine Propoſitions from the 
Scripture, they themſelves lay humane Defini- 
tions, as the ſole Foundation of Aſſent to their 
very fundamentum fundamentorum; cry down 
the Authoriry of hamane Definitions of this 
Point and that, which they have a natural Diſ- 
like to; and take at laſt all the divine Revela- 
tions at once together upon that-yery Authori- 
ty; the whole Chriſtian World reclaiming them, 
and crying out againſt the Inſufficiency of ſuch 
a Foundation. For the Orthodox are indeed the 
Men, who being ſenſible how improper a Foun- 
dation the Authority of humane Definition is for 
Chriſtian Faith, and perceiving that all Faith ul- 
HH = + timately 
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timately reſolves itſelf into the Authority of WM | 
Catholick Tradition, as the only Foundation on WM | 
which we can affent to the Scriptures bein M ; 
God's Word (and that the Quality of all our 
Acts of Faith depends on the Quality of ths WM | 
its Foundation; if that be infallible Teſtimony, MW { 
then is their Faith Divine; if merely humane : 
and fallible, ſuch ouſt their Faith be) wiſely T 
therefore inſiſt on the neceſſary Doctrine of M ,; 
the Catholick Churches Infallibility, and the MW. ; 
Authority of that Tradition upon which we W ; 
believe the Scriprures to be God's Word, to bc i 


more than that of humane Teſtimony ; with- +} 2 
out which granted, the whole Chriſtian Faith lu 
muſt inevitably reſt on the bare Authority of f. 
that humane Definition, which theſe falſe Preach- } th 


ers againſt, whilſt they deny, eſtabliſh the very WW 6 
thing they pretend to deſtroy. For if the uni- 


verſal Tradition, upon which we aſſent to the 7 
divine Revelations, be nothing but Authority, be 
Teſtimony, Definition; if the Arians ſay, as w. 
they do, that it is humane Definition; they W © 
own the Authority of humane Definitions, and bo 
contradict their own Principle that way; it 8 
they ſhould ſay tis znfallible Authority, they do 
ruin their Cauſe, which that ſame Authority En 
has given againft them. I 
Well, but let us paſs over this Difficulty, and are 
gtant them their Principle, that the Scriptures the 
are the Rule of Faith, without any Queſtions MW Me 
asked how it comes to be ſo to them; by ſaying MW 0} 
tis an Indemonſtrable, a Datum, a what you eve 
will; or rather by letting it lye and ſleep in the I ga, 
Dark, aud ſay nothing of it, which is their the 


beſt Y 
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. 
beſt way; let us ſee how hey will order their 
Rule of Faith, now they have it upon no Body 
can tell what Foundation; and how they will 
contrive to apply it with ſafety to their dar- 
ling Principle, of Men not being bound to aſ- 
ſent to its Propoſitions, hy any humane Defini- 
tions; in vainly labouring to bring which about, 
we ſee in them the true Spirit of heretical Obſti- 
nacy, Which is to part with any thing rather 


than their Errors. For here they ſhew, that 


they . neither matter Rule of Faith, nor an 

thing elſe, when it makes againſt their Cauſe; 
and have plainly took up this deſperate Reſo- 
lution, that unleſs Men can aſſent to the Propo- 


ſitions of divine Revelation, otherwiſe than 


thro' Obligation to humane Definitions, they 
ſhould not be bound to aſſent to them ar all, or 
rather be bound not to aſſent to them. | 

It is a plain Caſe, that if Men are bound. to 


believe what is propounded to them, in a Tongue 


which they themſelves do not underſtand, nei- 
ther are capable of ſo doing, that they muſt be 
bound to believe what ſome body elle tells them 
is the meaning of it, in a Tongue which they 
do underſtand; nor can their Obligation to the 
End, exceed their Obligation to this Means. 
If they are abſolutely bound to the End, they 
are alſo as abſolutely bound to the Means; if 
they are acquitted from Obligation to the 
Means, they are fo far thereby acquitted from 
Obligation ro the End. So far therefore, as 
eyery unlearned Chriſtian, that does not under- 
ſtand the Hebrew and Greek Tongue, in which 
the divine Revelations were originally propoun- 
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ded, is bound to aſſent to what is propounded 
in thoſe Revelations; ſo far, by Virtue of that 
Obligation, is he alſo neceſſarily bound to ſub- 
mit to the Authority of humane Definition, if 


Tranſlation of the Scriptures into a known 


Tongue, and Interpretation of them, be Defini- 
tion. And the only way therefore that the A 
74ans have to maintain their Doctrine againſt 


the Authority of humane Definitions of Scrip- Þ 


ture here, is either: h | 
Firſt, To deny that unlearned, and much 
more unletcer'd Chriſtians, are under any Obli- 
gation to aſſent ro the Propoſitions of the 
Scriptures at all; but by Virtue of their Incapa- 
city to underſtand immediately of themſelves 
. the Terms they are deliver'd in, are thereby ar 


liberty to aſſent to them or not; or are indeed 


bound in that State, not to aſſent to them at 
_—_ | "=. E008 
Or, Secondly, That Tranflations of the Scrip- 
| rures into known Tongues, and Interpretations 


of them, are not humane Definitions of them; 


or are excepted: 


Or, Thirdly, To open to the'anleamed and 


ry ſuch unqualify'd Perſon, whereby they may 


apprehend what is propounded to them in 


"Tongues unknown, and aſſent to it, beſides 
Tranſlation and Interpretation. 


Tho' they dare not fairly and poet | 
ſtand to and make good any one of theſe Poli- ! 
tions, neceſſary to juſtify their Doctrine againſt 

the Authority of humane Definitions of Scrip- 
ture, yet they here and there throw out ſmat. 

. tering 


unletter'd, ſome other way, practicable to eve- 
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tering Hints in favour of each of them, by the 
bye; but it muſt only be a touch and away, fo 
25 to come off again, and deny that they inſiſt 
upon any ſuch thing, if they are charged with 
it, 4 | 

Thus, as to the firſt, vg. acquitting all un- 
letter d and unlearned Chriſtians from Obligation 
to aſſent to the Propoſitions of Scripture at all, 
and declaring it their Duty not to do it; tho 
they are conſcious it {ſounds ill, and is too 
ſhocking to be bluntly propoſed, and directly 


preached up; yet, as their Doctrine implies it, 


and it is its manifeſt Conſequence, we ought to 
think that they deſign it. However there- 
fore they may diſguile and diſſemble it, and, 


as an impudent Blind for a Deſign that they 


are aſhamed to own, pretend to be warm Stick- 
lers for all Mens underſtanding and believing the 
Scriptures ; and ſearch the Scriptures ; under- 
ſtand the Scriptures; truſt nothing but the 
Scriptures, &c. is what their Mouths are full 
of; yet by decrying and deſtroying the only 
means by which this is to be done, and rendring 
it firſt impracticable and impoſſible, they are 
the very Men, who at the ſame time deſign they 
ſhall not do it. For this is the End of all their 
Logick and Rhetorick, to perſuade Men rather 
to ſit down contented Infidels, and let the Pro- 
poſitions of divine Revelation lye unaſſented to, 
than to think themſelves obliged to take them 
from ſuch Hands, which they call humane De- 
fnition, that muſt communicate them to their 
Minds (if they are communicated at all) as muſt 
draw Condemnation on their Ariau Cauſe. Can 
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you underſtand and aſſent to the Scriptures, ſo 
as to be at liberty not to believe the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, and Chriſt's Divinity? If you 
cannot, tis not your Duty to aſſent to them on 
thoſe Terms; and if this be the Choice, you 
ought to be Infidels rather than Orthodox Chriſ- 

tians. A learned Country propagator therefore 
of this their Doctrine againſt the Authority of 

humane Definitions, is very open in the Caſe 
Mr. Bold's Duty of Chriſtians, with reſpect 
zo humane Interpretations and Deciſions, &c.) 
ought not to enter. 


P. 5. Every Chriſtian — 
rain any Senſe, as the meaning of the Holy 


Ghoſt, if he cannot alleage any thing, but that 
fuch a Man, or Number of Men, perhaps, 
of great Name, &c. have declared that that 
was the meaning of the Holy Ghoſt : till he can 


find a better Reaſon than that, &c. he may 


ſafely conclude—that he is under no Obligation, | 
as yet, to believe any thing more concerning it, 
but that in general it contains part of the 

Firs ; but, what in particular h 


#5 not concerned to believe. 


P. 9. — Be they ever ſo many who concur in 
declaring that ſuch a Senſe was the meaning | 
of the 285 Ghoſt, &c. their concurrent de- 

claring that was the meaning of the Holy | 

Ghoſt, gives no rational Satisfaction to any | 


Man that it was fo, &c, | 


This Gentleman very ingeniouſly plays the 
tell truth with us; and more conſiſtently with 
| himſelf, than ſome others, owns Men to be ſo 
far acquitted from the End, as the Means is 
deny'd to them ; and that every Chriſtian _ : 

| | as 7 
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has no better Reaſon for it than Authority and 
Teſtimony (tho! it be the concurrent Teſtimony 
of all Mankind) is under no Obligation to be- 
lieve one Sentence to be the Meaning of the ori- 
nal Revelation, or aſſent to it in any Senſe what- 
ever. And if humane Definitions are not obli- 
e not one Man in a thouſand can or ought 


to aſſent to any thing contain'd in Scripture, 


who have no better nor other Reaſon to aſſent, 
than Authority and humane Definition only, if 
Tranſlation and Interpretation be ſo. . 
Which is what, Secondly, they muſt deny, to 
make good their Doctrine againſt humane Defi- 
nitions; vi g. That Tranſlations and Interpreta- 
tions of the original Terms of divine Revelation 
are not Determinations of its Senſe, nor humane 
Definitions. DT - 

One would have thought that Tranſlations and 
Interpretations being the ordinary and generally 
ſuppoſed neceſſary Conveyance of the original 
Teſtimony to Mens Minds, that thoſe who deny 


the Authority of humane Definitions of it, ſnould 


cither haye took care to except againſt them, 


as not meant by them, if they are Modes of hu- 


mane Definition; yet this they do not do, but 
propoſe their Doctrine indefinitely, and in ſuch 
general Terms, as manifeſtly includes them; or 
have proved that they are not humane Defini- 
tions at all. But to our great Surprize they think 
not fit to attempt any relief of their Doctrine 


this way from Inconſiſtency, thinking it more 


adviſeable to ſay nothing of the matter, and pals 
it off without any notice taken, than to make 
it worſe by ſtirring in it, For what indeed can 
8 5 they 
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they ſay ? That Tranſlations, it is true, are hu 
7 mane Definitions; but they except and do not 
13 mean them; that is giving up their Cauſe, and 
1 owning, that humane Definitions of the Rule of 
Faith are obligatory; and the ſame Reaſons that 
except them, will be found to except all other; 
which is Neceſſity and Uſe. Or if they ſay that 
Tranſlations are not humane Definitions, let them 
tell us what are ſo, and wherein definitive Na- 
ture conſiſts, and how they come not to fall un- 
der that Character. The Author aforemention- d 
indeed, in anlwer to ſome private Quære's of 
mine, which he favour'd me withal ; (What Pro- 
viſion the Doctrine againſt the Authority of hu- 
mane Definitions of Scripture, left for unlearned 
and unſettled Chriſtians? and which way it was 
poſſible for them to aſſent to the Propoſitions of 
the original Revelation, but thro' Tranſlation 
and Interpretation, which was humane Defini- 
tion?) offers at both theſe Excuſes for their Do- 
_ Ctrine; as firſt, that they are excepted, and not 
meant by them: The Interpretations ſpoken of tha 
in my Diſcourſe are perfectly of another kind. | 
Bur then they ſhould propoſe their Doctrine with WF 
aaitinction, which they dare not do. But not ſa- WF 
| = tisfled with this, he ſays, That Tranſlations, 1} 
| properly ſo called, differ not from the Original | 
| isn any thing but articulate Sounds, &c. But 


_ 


then we muſt ſuppoſe them to be juſt Tranſla- - ? 5 
tions; and with the help of the ſame Suppoſal, tio 


all other Definitions whatſoever differ nothing De 
| from the Original: But that Suppoſal is the thing YM 
in diſpate, Whether hoſe, who underſtand not 
the Original, are bound to believe them 9 * 
* Ds JAY 


„ 
ji upon ſimple Teſtimony and humane Autho- 
ty? Thirdly, he ſays, That Tranſlations are 
Affirmations only of Matter of Fact, &c. 
That is, as I apprehend, Tranſlations are au- 
thoritative Conveyances of the material part of 
the Propoſitions of the Original; bur ſo as to 
be under no determinate Senſe; and without the 
like Obligation to any particular Meaning, yet 
leaving every Man a Right ſtill and Liberty to 
aſſent to them in that Senſe himſelf thinks fitteſt 
to give them. But as this is a Conceſſion that 
humane Teſtimony and Definition is authorita- 
tive as to one part of the Original; ſo I think 
he might e' en as well let it be ſo as to the other 
too, becauſe the other is included in it; ſince 
the Senſe of Propoſitions depends intirely on the 
Words they are expreſs'd by ; and he that is 


judge for me as to the one, leaves me but a 
or Right as to the other. To tranſlate the 
Original under no determinate Meaning, is cer- 


tainly a nice Piece of Work; and to preſerve 


that its Indetermination in its tranſlated State, 
and convey it down in Words ſo evenly, as a 


Materia informs, as to have no neceſſary 


Meaning impreſs'd uSon it, is as a clear Con- 


A 


However, this Gentleman offers at Conſiſten- 
cy, which Dr. Clar in his Introduction does 
not ſo much as do; who denying the Obliga- 
tion to aſſent to the Rule of Faith thro' humane 
Definition, and neither excepting Tranſlations, 


nor denying them to be ſuch, nor yet ſhewing 


any other way by which ir is poſſible for them 
who underſtand not the Originals to aſſent to it 
| 1 9 without 
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without them; neither in ſhort acquitting Men 

from the Obligation of aſſenting to the Scrip. 
tures, nor leaving a Poſſibility of doing it; plun- 
ges on in Inconſiſtency, cries, believe the origi. * 
nal Teſtimony, underſtand it your ſelves imme. 
diately, truſt to no body, telling you this and ? 


t'other is the Senſe of it, but neither tells them 


| how, or which way it is poſſible ; bur firſt cut. 


ting off the Means, then preſſes the Duty, and 


leaves them; takes care firſt to pull out their 
Teeth, and then cries, good People, you ought iſ 
all to crack Almonds for your ſelves with your 
own Mouths, or you ought: not to have the 
Kernels. Is it not a perfect Banter and Inſult 


upon all that underſtand not the Originals, to 


tell them, they muſt make uſè of their beſt Un- 


derftanding for apprehending the Rule of Faith; 
that they are to make ule of all other Helps and 


Aſſiſtances, &c. beſide the Authority of humane f 


Definition? What Helps, what Aſſiſtances can they 
make uſe of beſide? Why does he not tell them? 
Which way can they make uſe of their Under- 


ſtanding to do this, but that which he bars up? 


To what purpoſe is it to tell Men, That in 
matters of humane Teſtimony, or divine Reve- 
lat ion, the only Rule of Truth is the Teſtimony 


or Revelation it ſelf? That is, the Original is 
the only thing in the World to try a Copy by, 


when he knows the original Revelation itſelf is 
out of reach of thoſe, for whoſe Uſe this worthy 


Maxim is deſign'd, and they are incapable, by } 
ſuppoſition, of ſo trying it. He is happy at o 
ther times in writing plain and clearly to be un- 
derſtood, and talks much againſt 1 , 
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and things hard to be underſtood; yet what a 

dark pack of ſtaff does he pretend to give out, 

s the great Rule in this Affair, which, if any 

thing, ſhould be plain. Mp 
Introduct. The only Rule of Faith there- 

fore to every Chriſtian is the Doctrine of Chriſt, 

and that Doctrine as applyed to him by his 

own nder ſtanding. | 
Whar a Riddle is here inſtead of a Rule? In 

which there is not one Term that any Man but 

bimſelf can be ſure what he means by it. | 
What he means by the Rule of Faith, is hard 

to ſay; but it muſt ſome way or other, I ſu | 

poſe, mean That, the Belief of which makes Men 

to be Chriſtians. N 
By every Chriſtian, (ſince he is particularly 

treating of eſſential Chriſtianity, and giving di- 

tection for the right way of becoming ſo) we 


muſt therefore underſtand every Man, that is yet 
no Chriſtian : For his Application is paſt, and 
the Rule already executed by thoſe that are al- Wa, 
ready Chriſtians ; and we muſt underſtand it thas |; 


by Prolepſis, or his Rule is prepoſterous, and is on 
only uſeful when the buſineſs is done. 5 oh 

What the Doctrine of Chriſt means is allo 19 
very doubtful: That it means the original di- 
vine Revelation or Teſtimony itſelf, is plain from 
what he has ſaid before; but whether he means 
the original Terms and Words of this original 
Teſtimony, or every Man's own Senſe of thoſe 
Words, or the true and right Senſe of them,. one 
cannor tell. | 

What he would have by applying this Do- 
'Grine, is likewiſe not clear; neither the _ 
1 | A 


6652) 9 
itſelf that is to be done, nor the way how it is 
to be done, nor to what end it is to be done. 
Application, I know, ſignifies the putting to of 
ſomething to another; but that which is to make 


this Application, and that which it is to be ap- . 


plied to, which come after, make it a puzzling 
piece of Language to know the Meaning of it. 
For what he means by a Man's own Under. 


fanding (the Agent by which the Application is 


to be made) is harder than any of the reſt : For 
I thought the end of this Application had been, 
that the Doctrine of Chriſi might be under- 
ſtood; but being applied by his Underſtanding, 
implies that it is underſtood already, and put- 
ting it to farther Ends and Uſes after it is ſo. 


For how can the Underſtanding apply what it | 
does not underſtand ? And to what ſhould it ap- 
ly it? And that is what remains of this excel- } 


lent Rule. 


That the Doctrine of Chriſt muſt be applied 
by every Chriſtian by his own Underſtanding 
to himſelf, and what this ſelf is, without the 

Underſtanding, and beſides the Underſtanding, 
God knows; or what he means by his whole 
Doctrine of Confuſion, that ſtands upon the ſup- } 
poſed Truth of what he argues againſt, as its 


Foundation. 5 

Well, but let us ſee what we can bring this 
grand Rule to. By the Docfriue of Chriſt there. 
fore let us ſuppoſe that he means the true and 
right Senſe ofche original Revelation. But then 
a Man muſt either know which is this Doctrine 
of Chriſt, or muſt not know which is it: If he 


do not know which is it, how ſhall . | 


109) 
what-to apply ? If he does know, the Applica- 
tion itſelf is needleſs; the end of which is to 
know-or underſtand ir. But he makes the End 
the Means to itſelf; and wiſely taking for grant- 
ed the thing in diſpute, which zs how to know 
which is the Doctrine of Christ, goes upon ve- 
ry ſure grounds. | 


Well, but let the Doctrine of Chrii be the o- 


riginal Terms of Revelation, and inſtead of theſe 


— applied to hitnſelf by a Man's own Un- 


derſtanding, let them be applied &y h1m/elf to 
his Underſtanding, in order to apprehend their 


Meaning and Aſſent to them; and what can we 
make of it thus? Which way can a Man alto- 


gether illiterate, or that underſtands not the O- 


riginals, try or uſe any kind of Endeavour to 


do this? Or what Helps and Aſſiſtances is he 
capable of calling in, beſides ſimple and abſolute 
Authority, and intire and uncondition'd Depen- 
dence on ſome humane Definition or other? He 
may indeed chooſe what Authority, or what 
Definition he will aſſent upon; bur ſtill it muſt 
be upon the ſimple Authority of ſome or other 
of them, without any Mixture of Compoſition 
with any Evidences of his own: For not being 
capable of trying the Definitions, neither is he 
capable of comparing them with one another, 
nor has any Foundation to go upon to judge 
which is beſt, and the likelieſt to be right. Shall 
he judge that to be the righteſt, wherein moſt or 


all agree? That I know the Arzans will not 
agree to. But allowing it to be ſo, yet this does 


not mend the matter, ſince tis but humane Te- 
ſtimony ſtill. Shall he compare Text againſt 


. 


wu 


Text, and aſſent to that Senſe which is not con. 
tradictory to others, and beſt reconcilable with M 
the reſt? O] but the poor Man cannot read, 
neither knows one Letter in a Book, and can 
play the Caſuiſt no farther than by word of 
mouth. Some body, that ought to be of no 
perſuaſion, thinks fit to tell him, what is here ang 


there, on this ſide of the queſtion or that. Sup- 
pole, for inſtance, the Article to be aſſented to 


is the Doctrine of the Trinity, and Chrifi's Di- 1 
vinity, he is to carry all Dr. Clark's Scripture. 


Doctrine in his Head, and then to number Texts 
and weigh them, and ſo pronounce ſentence, 
which is the true Meaning of the Divine Oracles. 
Well, but he can read; and how will he judge 
better then? Why then he can compare Tranſ- 


lations, read Commentators, conſult Interpre- } 
ters, Sc. Bur ſtill all this (if he is ee of 

e wordhe 
had beſt take; and reſolves itſelf into humane 


the Originals) is but conſidering who 


Definition, as its ſole Foundation, if Tranſla- 
tion be ſo: And how far therefore thoſe may 
be bound by the Authority of humane Definition, 
who underſtand the Originals, may be a que- 
ſtion ; becauſe every Man having a fundamental 


Right to aſſent on his own Evidences of Infor- | 
mation, fo far as they will go, and not being 
bound to aſſent on Authority, but where theß 


fail; it is no farther his Duty to forego and re- 


ſign that his natural Right, than either poſitive | 
divine Inſtitution makes it to be fo, or his own } 
voluntary Act and Deed, in complyance with 
the nature of political Life, and the Terms of 
being Member of ſome Society, which implies 1 

3 — its 
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| irs Reſignation. But it is manifeſt t 10. 


| who underſtand nor the original Languages, that 
the divine Revelations are given out in, are ab- 
ſolutely bound, and without reſerve, to the Au- 


thority of humane Definition; nor can they ſay 


of any Propoſitions, that this more than that is 
likely to be the Mind of God in the Rule of 
Faith : For how ſhould they judge of the Like- 
neſs of a thing, when they do not know the 
thing tis likened to? Putting Men upon judg- 
ing of the Juſtice of Tranſlations and humane 


Definitions, that are ignorant of the Originals, 


puts me in mind of a piece of Raillery of St. Au- 
/tin's, upon the Academicks,I think; whoown'd 
that they knew not what Yerum was; but yer 
could tell what was Feriſimilèe: They did not 
know what Truth itſelf was, but would pretend 
toknow what was like Truth, for all that. He 
preſently asked bim who maintain'd the Ratio- 


nality of this Doctrine, whether he was not very 


like his great Grandfather? Whom the other be- 
ing an utter Stranger to, preſently perceived that 
he muſt ſay, How can Itell? and ſo by his An- 
ſwer convict himſelf of the Vanity of pretend - 
ing to judge of the Likeneſs of a thing, to ano- 
ther that we are Strangers to. The utmoſt that 


the wiſeſt Man can do, in order rightly to ap- 
rehend and aſſent to the divine Oracles, if 


e underſtands not the Originals, is upon pru- 
dential Conſiderations to reſolve, who are the 
likelieſt Men to tell him the truth; and to exer- 
cite a negative Dr upon humane Defini- 
tions, by examining them by with natural Prin- 


ciples, and by them to reject and refuſe Aſſent, 
as 
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with his Notions, of their being ro-his well liking, 


all that is to be attended to. 


Members. 


- Becauſe it is by the At hanaſian and Nicene 
Creeds that Arzam/m and Antitrinitarianiſn 
ſtand formally condemned by Judgment Eccle- 
ſtaſtical; therefore tis no wonder that they 
are particularly and principally the Mark againſt 
which all their Barterics are raiſed, and their Ar- 
tillery mounted and directed; which they fight 
againſt with that true heretical Spirit, that they 

matter not what they pull down or tear up, 8 ; 
| | LY what 
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IT The laſt fort of divine Definitions, whoſe Au- 
thority the Ariaus, &c. deny, are Conſequen- 
dees; by which they mean, Firſt, Carholick 

| © Creeds, viz. the Apoſtles Creed, the Nicene 
| © * Creed, and the Athanaſian Creed; which they 
would not have obligatory to all Chriſtians ; as 
ſuppoſed humane Definitions, in their Language 
and Eſteem: And ſecondly, Articles of Faith and 
Religion propoſed by particular Churches to their 


as ſuſpieious, to thoſe that ſound leaſt conſitene. © 
ty; and may conclude this aud that cannot be 
there : but from no Conſiſtency of-Propofitions % 


can he draw any Concluſion affirmatively, that this 
or that is there: And even this negative Rigkr 
of judging fails him, as I have faid, where the 
Mode of the Divine Being is the Subject; where 
all his Evidences from natural Principles are out 
of doors; and conſiſtency with them is not any 

argument that they may be true, nor Incon. 
Fiſts with them any reaſonable. ground of 
Prejudice, why they may not be the divine Re. 
velations; but the Authority of Teſtimony is 


— — 


5 
what Miſchief they do, if they could but have 
their / wills upon them. Could — but invent 
Weapons and Principles to ſet aſide Obligation 
to theſe, and:demolith their Authority, they care 
not what they did more, as I have obferved be- 
fore: Tho' hey ſunk the Scriptures aud Chti- 
ſtianity together with them, all ſhould go rather 
than fail; father than loſe the plauſible Objection 
of hutnane Definition, they will let it ſhake the 
Foundations of all Chriſtian Faith, and render 
the Scriptures uſeleſs. „ 

Let us therefore take a ſhort View of the 
Wiſdom and Conſiſtency of theſe re2/0nable Be- 
lievers in this part of their Doctrine, denying 
the Authority of this ſort of Definitions, vs. 
a rom Scripture propounded in 
Y the Churches Creeds. 85 
| Our Church, in the Sixth Article, diſtinguiſhes 
all matter of Belzef neceſſary to Salvation, into 
what is read in the Holy Scriptures, and what 
may be proved from thence ; which latter kind 
of material Object of Faith, are the Con/equen- 
ces we are here conſidering; which are Pro- 
poſitions not expreſſly read in the Scripture, 
but what follows from what is read, as In- 
ference: and Concluſion drawn from it, expreſt 
it other and different Terms. 8 

Theſe Conſequences the Arians admit, as 
things in themſelves lawful, and maintain many 
of them as Articles of Faith, and infiſt not on the 
Neceſſity of every thing being literally found in 
the Scripture, that is to be believed; if by un- 
deniable conſequence it does but follow from 
thence. 5 e 
1 „ They 


They not only allow of their Lawfulneſs, but 
Jikewile acknowledge the Ulcfulneſs of drawing 
ſuch conſequential Propoſitions; and Dr. Clark 
therefore, as a Method of Choice, reduces all 
the expreſs Propoſitions of fundamental Chri- 
ſtianity found in the Scriptures, relating to the 
Doctrine of the Trinity and Chriſt's Divinity, 
into this conſequential State of Definition and 
Repropoſition (both in Form and Terms diffe. 
rent from the divinely revealed) as the effectual 
way both of feeling the force of the divine Pro- 
poſitions, and virtually aſſenting to them thro”. 
them; and does the very buſineſs of our Creeds, 
upon the very ſame Subject: For what are his 

Propoſitions, but ſo many little Creeds? 
And that ſuch Conſequences are not only uſe- 
ful, but alſo abſolutely neceſſary, both to be pro- 
pounded, and to be aſſented to when propound- 
ec, is alſo manifeſt; becauſe from the very begin- 
ning of Chriſtianity its fundamental Truths have 
been always this way propoſed. And if the funda- 
mental Articles of the Apoſtles Creed (as it is 
called at leaſt) are humane Definitions of this 
conſequential kind, and were never intended to 
be believed, till Men could prove them from 
Scripture; nor farther to be believed, than eve- 
ry Man for himſelf feels in himſelf the force of 
the Evidence from that Proof; it muſt be late 
in the Day before any Man can be qualified to 
be a Chriſtian, if Belief of the Articles of that 
Creed is neceſſary to his being ſo: And if they } 
will not take the Propounders word for it, not 
believe till the Foundation in Scripture is appa- 
rent to them, very few ought to oo 500 
| elieve 


F 


86 
believe Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell, the Article 
of the Catholick Church in a way to make ſenſe 

of it, or the Communion of Saints till their dy- 
ing Day, if the Articles of this Creed are Conſe- 
quences from Scripture. They were drawn up 
the Day the Canon was made at leaſt, and moſt 
of them before the Books were written that they 
were drawn from. And as it was an intolerable 
piece of Negligence in the firſt Definers of Scrip- 
rure by thele Conſequences, as well as of the 
Chriſtian World ſince, not to put down the ori- 
ginal References, that the Articles of this Creed 
were drawn from, and not to plaiſter it round 
with Texts ſufficient to put it readily in an obli- 
gatory Form to all Chriſtians, to whom it was 
ptopoſed as the initiatory Terms of the Goo” 
covenant ; at leaſt not to give notice, that they 
inſiſted on Obligation to aſſent to it, no farther 
than every Perton had in himſelf Evidences of 
its Connexion with the original Revelation, and 
to leave that to our modern Clarks, Sc. to 
charge on every Man as his Duty: ſo was it a 
groſſer Overſight ſtill, to take no notice at all 
of the Scriptures themſelves, in this compleat 
Body of Fundamentals; nor to make ſo much as 
the Belief of them to be God's Word, one of its 
Articles. But inſtead of any notice taken of the 
Scriptures, it turns us over to the Catholick 
Church, and refers us to the Body of Propound- 
ers, and their Authority, for the argument of 
our Aſſent to it. A Demonſtration to me, that 
the Articles of this Creed were not Deductions 
from the Scriptures then written; but that the 
Scriptures themſelves were written to confirm 
TT” F'3 | this 
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this Creed: For what could the Goſpels be wit | 


for elſe, but to confirm the Truth of the Chri- 
ſtian Faith before in being? And as the Goſpel 
was preached before it was written, ſo its Hi- 
ſtory was writ to confirm what had been prea- 


ched, and the Subſtance of ir put into this Form 
of found Words. But I may take another time 


to do juſtice to the Antiquity of this Creed, and 


ſhew that its Articles are not Conſequences from 
Scripture, bur before the Scriptures were writ- 
ren; and that the Argument on which every 


Chriſtjan, as ſuch, aſſents to the Scriptures being 
God's Word, is lodged in this Creed. It is ſut- 
ficient for my preſent purpoſe, that admitting it 


to be a conſequential Definition of Scripture, as 
theſe People would haye it; its Antiquity is fo 
great, as to ſhew that humane Deſinitions of 


Scriprure haye been always thought neceſſary, 
for the Propoſitions of Revclation. to be thro' 
them aſſented to. And as it is certain there 
were Creeds before the written Golpels, Se. 
had a Being, to take them from; fo to aboliſh 
Creeds is the ſame thing as to abolith the Scrip- 
tures, that muſt neceſſarily be believed thio' 
them. „ | 


As-theſe conſequential Definitions, that we 


call Crecds, are neceſſary to be drawn from 
Scripture ; ſo there mult be the ſame Neceſſity 
far their being believed, when they are drawn: 
For that being the End and Reaſon of their being 


drawn, the Gbligation of drawing them cannot 


exceed the Obligation of believing them; and I 


preſume they will own every Chriſtian bound to 


aſſent to the fundamental Articles, at leaſt, of the 


Apoſtles Creed. As 


E 


which we call Creeds, are neceſſary to be 
drawn, and as neceſſary to be believed when 


drawn; ſo it is evident that every Chriſtian 
is not able to draw them for himſelf. For 


the ſame Incapacity which makes it imprac- 


ticable and impoſſible for every Chriſtian to : 
diſcharge his Obligation of aſſenting to the ex- 


preſs Propoſitions of divine Revelatian, unleſs 
thro' a ſuppoſed Obligation to aſſent to them 


upon the Authority. of humane Definition, 


and Interpretation, bringing them .under his 


4 Cognizance; makes it ſtill more impracticable 


to draw Conſequences from them: becauſe to 


do this, beſides the Grammatical Qualification 


of underſtanding the original Tongues, here 


alſo the Qualification of a logical Ability is 
ally required; in ſuch a miſcellaneous Hiſto - 
ry, ſuch a /3y/va) Wood as the Books of 
Scripture are, how few (ſuppoſing all to under- 


ſtand the Languages) are capable of reducin 
the Matter into its proper Order, ſo as to dil- 
tinguiſh what is fundamentally neceſſary to be 


underſtood and believed, from what is not fo; 
and to tell where Fundamentals ſtop? Or this 


bold Work being preſumptuouſly done, how few 
are capable of collecting all the ſcatter'd Enun- 
ciations and Propaſitions of things fundamen- 
tal, and juſtly extracting the whole Force 
and Virtue of them in conſequence Dr, 
Clark therefore, after he has collected all the 
Texts relating to the Doctrine of the Trinity, 
and Chriſt's Divinity, and perform'd that part of 
the Task, which he preſum'd every Chriſtian 

F 4 es was 


As theſe conſequential humane Definitions, 


2% } 
was not ſo well qualify'd to do for himſelf; tho' 
he ſets them before his Readers in the Tongue 
they were all ſuppoſed well ro underſtand, yer 
ſtill draws out the Conſequences of them, for 
ſuch as he preſumed leſs capable of doing it for 
themſelves; tho' he would have thoſe Conſe. 
quences both plain and clear. 

And as he thereby confeſſes that every Chrif. 
tian is not capable of drawing the neceſſary 


conſequential Definitions from Scripture, tho'* ? 


underſtood, for themſelves: _ 
So neither. laſtly, is every Chriſtian capable 
of judging of the Juſtice of theſe Deductione, 


when drawn for them, and propounded to them 


by others; nor are capable of aſſenting ro them 
upon any other Argument or Foundation (as 
being the Amount of the Terms of divine Re- 


velation and contain'd in them) than the Tel- I 


timony of the Proppunders and its Authority. 
The greateſt part of the Chriſtian World, who 
are bound to believe the eſſential Truths of 
Chriſtianity, drawn from the Scriptures for 
them, propounded to them in thoſe humane De- 


finttions, our Creeds, are either Perſons wholly - 


illiterate, or Women, Children, and unadult Per- 


ſons; and is it not reaſonable Work to pur each of | 
_ theſe upon ſyllogizing for themſelves, and draw- 1 
ing out from the original Revelation, a Creed 


upon their own Logick ? Is it not ſhutting them 


up in invincible Infidelity, to bid them not to 


aſſent to any Repropoſitions of divine Revela- 
tion, and the Conſequences of it, till they are 
convinced of the Connexion with it upon their 
own immediate Evidences? May they not 5 
| . | | ES we 
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. 
well bid them *Pply their Heads againſt a Stone- 
wall, as apply the Conſequences in the Creeds 
to the original Revelation, or even to its 
Tranſlations, in order to judge whether they 
fairly proceed as Concluſions? Is it not the 
ſame thing, as to theſe, utterly ro deſtroy all 
Creeds, as to unauthorize them? What vain, 
what abſurd, what unnatural, and unheard of 
Doctrine is this? Shew me, from the Foundati- 
ons of Chriſtianity, wherever ſuch Terms of 
being taken into the Covenant were inſiſted u 
on, that Men ſhould not aſſent to the Articles 
of Chriſtianity upon Authority? Where ever 
were any Catechumens, or Candidates for Baptiſm, 
taught this modern Leſſon as Preparation, or 
had it requir'd of them as Examination, whe- 
ther, in aſſenting to the baptiſmal Creed, they 
believed any Body but themſelves? All Men 
feel the force of Teſtimony, and Tradition, 
and Authority; but only here and there a Per- 
ſon is capable, and that with a great deal of 
Application and Difficulty, of trying the Logick - 
of all the neceſſary Conſequences, from the 
Terms and Propoſitions of divine Revelation: 
now whatever God has made univerſally neceſ- 
ſary for every Chriſtian to aſſent to, muſt be 
ſuppoſed to be upon ſome common Argument, 
that all are equally capable of feeling the Force 
of; and not upon that which very few are 
capable of aſſenting upon. From which com- 
mon Foundation of Aſſent, to the eſſential 
Truths of Chriſtianity, whilſt a Sett of vile 
People endeavour to perſuade Men, with their 
Cant of Reaſon and Underſtanding, and pre- 
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tence of letting them. into the wonderful Secret 
of modiſh Believing, without dependence on 
any authoritative means of conveyance; what 
do they elſe than preach up Infidelity, enter 


Caveats againſt Chriſtianity ,, and offer publick * | 


Reaſons why Men ought not to be Believers of 
it? As the fatal Effect already ſhews. For what 


Sticklers for Anti-Chriſt ever brought ſo great a 4 


Diſſolution of Principle upon a Nation, and 
made ſuch a Shipwrack of Faith, as a confede- 
rate Crew of maſque, or rather bare-fac'd In- 
fidels, have lately made amongſt us? By relax- 
ing the Senſe of Obligation to our Creeds, and 
letting Conſcience looſe from all Duty of Al- 
ſeat to their Chriſtianity, but upon Terms and 


Schemes impracticable: its Fruits and Followers 4 


tell us what kind of Doctrine it is; for to the 


great Honour of their Cauſe and Principles, 


they ſee: all the atheiſtical, the prophane, rhe 
immoral, and irrcligious, to be thcir profeſt Pro- 
felytes; who, with great Zeal, extol the Per- 


formances, and roaſt the Healths of thoſe brave q 
Aſſerters of Mankinds natural Rights and irre- 


ligious Liberties; congratulate to each other 


their happy Deliverance from the Prieſtcraft (of 
| Diety, and the Impoſition of Chriſtianity ; ſtand } 
ta their Characters, and are ready to prove to 
the Teeth of any Parſon, from theſe learned 
Authors, that they play the Devil with a great 


deal of good Reaſon and Quger ſtanding ; and 
that they cannor be more licentious than what 


they have Authority far from them. Under 
theſe Tutors, all the profligate Youth of the 
Kingdom are trained up as Ditciples, in the Con- 
9 „ temp! 
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tempt of all that is ſacred ; who are ſure, hy 
theſe faithful Directors, to have Bu, Clark, 
I hiſton, Rights. of the Church, &c. put inta 

their Hands, as the Authors they are to perfect 
themſelves in; who, if they give Proofs of 
their Proficiency in their ſtudy, by ſome early 
piece of Prophaneneſs, are marked as hapeful 
Lads. Has he pertly inſulted a Clergyman; 
reyiled the eſtabliſh'd Church; ſhort ſome Fool's 


bolt againſt St. Athanaſius and his Creed ;. 


thrown out ſome brutiſh thing againſt the Doc- 
tine of the Trinity, and Chriſt's Divinity; 
thrown a Glaſs in ſome Bodys Face, for propo- 
fag to drink Proſperity to the Church of Eug - 
land, and refuſing B , &c. The next 
News that you hear of him is, that he is pro- 
miſed a Place, and ſure of Preferment. What 
is all that ludicrous Treatment of, and the pro- 
phane Raillery at our Religion, and all its ſacred 
Myſteries, that is grown the perpetual Matter 
of Conyerſation, but the effect of theſe Peoples 
Doctrines? What fills our Taverns, and Coffce- 
Rooms, with the trifling Diſputings of raw Un- 
dertakers, againſt our eſtabliſh'd Faith and 
Creeds, but the ſecret Inſtigation of theſe Setters 
on? Whar are the common and publick Blaſphe- 
mies of Chriſt's Divinity, the Doctrine of the 
the Trinity, and our Creeds, that daily muſt 


Violate our Ears in Converſation, but the Echo 


of your Scripture Dodrmes, and your pri- 
mityve Chriſtianity, &c? and the Language 

of ſuch Authors more loudly and plainly pro- 
nounced. One would think, by the general 


| Run of Diſcourſe, that inſtead of a Chriſtian 


Church, 
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Church, Irreligion were cſtabliſhed, and disbe. 


lief of Chriſtianicy not only declared a Right, 3 
but enjoy'd as our Conſtitution. Plagues are a 


Bleſſing, and the very groſſnels of Poverty it- 
ſelf a Reformation, to what theſe People are 
leading us into, with their Reaſon and theit 

Onderſianding ; and have in part already. Id 
not know what occaſion there may be for ta- 
king the State of the Nation's civil Credit into 
Conſideration; but I am ſure, if ſome Body do 


not ſhortly take our religious into conſideration, 
it is growing very faſt to be roo late to think of 


retrieving it. For fear that Reaſon and Under. 


ſtanding ſhould not be Pretences ſufficient to 
9575 the good Arian and Infidel Cauſe on 
0 


ot, Loyalty is alſo call'd to its Aſſiſtance; I 
Orthodoxy is branded with Diſaffection to the 
Government; drinking Proſperity to our Church 


a civil Offence ; renouncing the Nicene and L 


Athanaſian Creed, and the Doctrine of the 


Trinity, is the avowed and declared Teſt of a : 


true Whigg, to the Credit of that Name; and 
treating Chriſt as a Pretender to Divinity, a 
ſure Note of a whiggiſh Cavalier. Every Man 
that believes his Creed, is treated like a Ja’ 
bite, by theſe new Loyaliſts; each ſhameleſs 
Fellow, and heatheniſh Liver, is took in as a 


| ſerviceable Man by this prevailing Gang, that , 


are driving us, our Religion, and all that is 
dear to us, before them. The Kingdom is 
hunted round to pick up ſuch as have made 
themſelves notorious for being of this libertine 
Kidney, to recommend to great Patrons, 22 
proper Dignitaries; and all things ſeem fairly } 

tending 


. 
tending to make good my Lord of Bangor's 
Doctrine, that Chriſt's K ing dom is not of this 
World, the moſt effectual way, by leaving him 
no Subjects on this Side of it. 

And I pray God deliver our King, the Prince, 
and all the Royal Family, from the Influences 
and Preachings of ſuch a Sett of Men, as under 
the Fiction of Loyalty, go the way to involve 
boch him and his Kingdom, in Confufion and 
ererlaſting Deſtruction. | 
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